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Editorial Notes And Comments 

With the beginning of the second year of The 
Journal’s ministry we are receiving many re- 
newals on every mail. New subscriptions are also 
coming in at a very gratifying rate. Please look 
at your address label and send us a renewal if 
your subscription has expired. Tell your friends 
about The Journal and urge them to subscribe also. 

With the article on Baptism published in this 
issue we close this splendid series of articles by 
Rev. John Scott Johnson, Ph.D. We have received 
many messages testifying as to the helpfulness of 
these articles. We are still hoping to make plans 
to put these articles in booklet form provided we 
can receive enough advance orders to justify the 
expense of printing them. Quite a number have 
already written us about this. If you are inter- 
ested, let us hear from you, as it will help us to 
know how many we will be able to have printed. 
Of course the larger number we can order at one 
time the lower the cost will be to us or to you. 
Write to us, or to Rev. John Scott Johnson, Ph.D., 
1822 Broad Street, Augusta, Ga., about this. 

The General Assembly of The Presbyterian 
Church in the United States will meet in Mon- 
treat, North Carolina on the 27th. day of May, 
1943, 7:30 P.M. Hon. Charles G. Rose is the re- 
tiring Moderator. 

; Prayer For The General Assembly 

Whereas, The General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States fully recog- 
nizes the efficacy of the prayers of God’s peo- 
ple, and the necessity of Divine guidance in its 
own deliberations; therefore, 

Resolved, That the General Assembly recom- 
mend to all the Churches under its care to offer 
special prayer during the devotions of the Sabbath 
preceding the meeting of the General Assembly in 
each year, that God would of His great mercy so 


give the General Assembly the wisdom that cometh 
from above, and so direct all its plans, discussions 
and decisions as to promote His own glory and to 
- advance the kingdom of Jesus on earth. (Minutes 
of the General Assembly, 18638, p. 133). Surely 
with the many important matters coming before 
this General Assembly we will all want to be 
much in prayer for the Assembly. | 
~> 
In the past few meetings of our General As- 
sembly much time in the early part of the meet- 
ing has been given over to hearing Fraternal 
Delegates and representatives of various organi- 
zations. Many of these speakers have _ brought 
worthwhile messages but many have also amount- 
ed to a debate in favor of some question under 
_ the consideration of the Assembly. Then when the 
time came to bring the particular questions to the 
floor of the Assembly, questions of vital impor- 
tance to our Church, motion would be made and 
‘carried to limit debate on the part of the duly 
elected Commissioners of the Assembly. In the 
words of an honored elder of our Church: “These 
are not motions to ‘recess’ or ‘extend greeting! 
They are basic catalyzing motions which are des- 
tined to determine and control the doctrine of 
fundamental policies of the Church. It does not 
suffice to say that these matters have already been 
fully debated in the Presbyteries. This may be 
true for the ministers but it is not true for the 
elders who compose half of the membership of 
the Assembly! 
_In_ some instances it would appear that this 
limiting of debate is designed as more of a ‘gag- 
rule’ than as a sincere economy of time. Such use 
is, of course, basically un-Presbyterian and ut- 
sound in that usually where motions are carried 
or defeated except by free debate and the ma- 
jority vote of informed and intelligent voters we 
build unrest for a later and probably more vic 
lent consideration of the same matter! | 
It is significant that the experience of parlia- 
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mentary bodies is against the wisdom of the limi- 
tation of debate! For this reason we find Robert’s 
Rules of Order (Section 30 - Page 119) requires 
two-thirds vote in order to limit debate. The U. S. 
House of Representatives Rules Section 758 - Page 
345) permits one hour debate by a member and 
in U. S. Senate ‘Unlimited Debate’ is a sacred 
tradition !”’ 


A New ‘Double-Standard 


We urge you to read the article on Page 5, “In 
The Interest Of Truth.” It is long but will repay 
those who think we have been unfair to the Fed- — 
eral Council. 

We accepted Dr. Cavert’s denials at their face 
value. We .published the Council’s statement in 
full, as printed in their official Bulletin for March, 
1943. 

Now we find, by the official publications of the 
Federal Council, that our original contentions are 
true, that agents of the Federal Council have been 
engaged in just the activities denied by Dr. Cavert 
and the Bulletin. | | 

It has been stated again and again that theo- 
logical liberalism involves intellectual evasiveness 
the business world would not tolerate. In the name 
of honesty and truth what have we here? 

When or if the day comes when evangelical 
Christians cannot protest such a double standard 
in so-called Christian leadership God help the*® 
Church. —L.N.B. 


On The Beam 


Twice within one week recently the writer was 
in a plane which was flying “blind’’. In the first 
instance we left an airport in a storm and only 
reached clear weather just before arriving at the 
next. We were safe because the pilot knew the 
weather ahead and was actually flying away from 
the storm. | : 

A few days later, in another plane, we had 
started in clear weather and ran into snow, rain 
and fog. For more than an hour one could hardly 
see past the wing tips. Twenty minutes before due 
to land the hostess came in from the pilot’s cabin 
and announced that we would make a “routine 
figure S landing.’? This meant we would land by 
instruments. Following a number of banked turns 
we finally came down out of the clouds and landed 
right at the end of the runway, right where we 
were due to be. 

These experiences, duplicated by thousands of 
travellers these days, are possible because of pre- 
cision instruments and men who know how to use 
them. But, now and then the human or the mechani- 
cal element fails and disaster results. : 

It is the privilege of each Christian to find him- 
self or herself day by day in the place of God’s 
blessing, being led and guided by the One who 


Sees and knows all things, and for Whom the 


element of failure is impossible.. 

If Christians would take to heart two simple 
statements in God’s word, what a difference it 
would make in their daily lives. The first of these 
is Christ’s simple statement, “For without me ye 
can do nothing.”? The second is this, “Trust in the 
Lord with all thine heart; and lean not unto thine 
own understanding. In all thy ways acknowledge 
him, and he ‘shall direct thy paths.” A life pre- 
dicted on any other philosophy must, of necessity, 


be a failure, but one based on the knowledge that 
it is impossible to accomplish anything worth- 
while, anything which will last for eternity, out- 
side of Christ, will find a peace of soul, a serenity 
of outlook and a consciousness of achievement 
for Him which brings joy in this life and assur- 
ance for that to come. 

It is this phase of practical Christian living 
which only too often we fail to appreciate. Christ 
has not only saved us from our sins but He lives 
today to guide us in the most intimate and personal 
phases of daily living. Let us take Him at His 
word, acknowledge Him in “all our ways” and 
then experience the joy of seeing His omnipotent 
hand directing our paths. Anything less is pre- 
sumption and folly. —L.N.B. 


A Continuing Faith 


Paul said to Timothy,—“But continue thou in 
the things which thou hast learned and hast been 
assured of.’’ Paul had, by the Spirit, just warned 
Timothy of a coming apostacy. | 

Whether our time is that of the “last days’’ to 
which Paul refers, it is a fact that today, within 
the Christian Church, there are men who deny 
every fundamental Christian truth. 

A minister was crossing the Pacific and had as 
his cabin mate another minister, en route the 
Madras conference. In the days that ensued our 
friend was horrified to find that this man denied 
the deity of our Lord, the atoning work of Christ 
on the cross, saying the latter was simply an 
exemplary death for a high ideal. He denied the 
miracles and before the voyage ended our in- 
formant found that this man did not accept one 


of the outstanding Christian doctrines. But, this 
unbeliever was the editor of adult Sunday School 
literature for his denomination. 


This case, extreme as it may sound, is far more 
typical than realized. As one views much that goes 
on in the Church today one is forced to the con- 
clusion that there are many who have a “form 
of godliness, but deny the power thereof.” 


In the early days of The Journal we made it 
clear that in our judgment the line of cleavage 
being with one’s attitude towards the Scriptures. 
A man or an institution which accepts the Bible as 
the Word of God, believing that in the original 
documents God gave to man a record free from 


error, that man or that institution is standing on 


a rock which will not be moved. Of course there 
are portions; of God’s Word which we do not 
understand. Of course there are places where there 
are seeming contradictions. At the same time 
some of the most difficult passages have, thru the 
handmaid of archaeology and its discoveries, 


proven after all to be logical and true and the 


statements to the contrary to be utterly un- 
scientific. 
Too many of -our ministers have been stampeded 


into a questioning position by the “established 


findings of science’ which later proved not 


“established” at all. 


The evolutionary hypothesis—a hypothesis is a 
supposition—caused many to become “Theistic 
evolutionists,” not realizing such a position utterly 
indefensible because either “God created man in 
his own image,” or man evolved from a lower 


order. That man fell from the estate wherein God 
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created him we know to be the reason God sent 
His Son to redeem him. The sacrifice on Calvary 
would be an inane gesture if man’s progress is up- 
ward, as some would have us believe. It has been 
truly said that the evolutionist seeks the missing 
link between man and animal; the evangelical 
points man to Christ, the only link between man 
and God. 

For hundreds of years the Church stood firm on 
the inerrancy of the Scriptures. The trustworthi- 
ness of the Bible did not enter the preview of the 
writers of the Westminster Confession. They ac- 
cepted this without question. 

It has remained for our generation to condone 
denials of the Word within the Church. A genera- 
tion has come which,’ in part, rests its faith on 
the wisdom of men. A man with a brilliant mind 
and a ready tongue can today deny the essentials 
of Christian faith and doctrine and not only get 
by with it, he can be elected to some of the 


highest positions in the Church. Many men of 


lesser brilliance and without a steadfast faith to 
bolster them, dazzled by the intellectual gym- 
nastics of the unbeliever and cowed by his 
erudition, sit back and wonder if after all they 
have not been narrow in their interpretations of 
Christian doctrine. 

Questioning the integrity of the Scriptures in- 
evitably leads to an uncertain doctrinal position, 
and this will inevitably turn the emphasis of the 
Church away from soul saving to social reforms. At 
the heart of almost all great union movements or 
organizations today one finds the philosophy of 
those of old who would have taken Christ by force 
and made him king. 

Our Church has a history which is glorious. This 
is due to the loyalty of our ministers and insti- 


tutions to the Word of God. This loyalty today is_ 


waning in some quarters. We are not continuing 
in the things which we have learned. Our faith is 
vascillating. We are tossed from side to side be- 


cause we are looking at the waves and not at the 


Pilot. Only too often we are following men rather 
than the Master. 

As a Church we will prove ourselves progressive 
only as we meet every issue in the abiding light of 
God’s Word. America today needs the testimony 
of a Church narrow enough, by present theological 
standards, to contend for the faith of our fathers; 
a faith which will today, as in generations past, 
save the soul of the believer and thru him bring a 
blessing to the nation. —L.N.B. 


A Mother’s Rxbérience 
In Soul Winning 


A mother, recently returned from a hospital 
after a serious operation, told the following story 
to a member of The Journal staff. | 


This morning: | 
“JT was sitting reading the Bible to my 13-year- 
old son. As I read I became conscious of the fact 
that he was deeply stirred and I felt that the Holy 
Spirit was dealing with him. I said to him, ‘Son, 
we have often talked to you about becoming a 
Christian, don’t you want to accept Christ as your 
Savior now?’ He got up and left the room without 
a word. In a few minutes he came back and it was 
obvious that he was still very much moved. I 
suggested that we kneel down and talk to the Lord 
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and we did. Right then I had the joy of hearing 
my son confess his sins and ask Jesus to say 
him. When he got up his face was radiant and 
his first remark was, “Mother, I have been using 
a lot of ugly words, I have asked God to forgive 
me and now I ask you to do the same.” 


As I saw the joy in this mother’s face, and 
realized the faithfulness of her testimony in the 
home which had made this experience possible 
there came again to mind the great opportunity 
and privilege which we Christian parents have, |t 


is at our side that our children should first hear 


of Him. Do we have the faith and clear spiritua] 
perception of this mother to enable us to experi. 
ence a like joy? —L.N.B. 


— 


Chairman Of Woman’s Advisory 
Committee Writes On The 1943 
Birthday Objective 


Most people are eye-minded rather than ear- 
minded. More ideas enter the brain through the 
eye-gate than through the ear-gate. What an argu. 


ment for the importance of Christian literature! 


_ The Southern Presbyterian Church is fortunate 
in this regard. We not only have adequate Church 
publications—our Presbyterian Survey and our 
Church papers, but beautiful, suitable, and in- 
spiring printed material from the Executive Con- 
mittees of the Church, and from the Committee 
on Woman’s Work, and other Assembly Commit- 
tees. How thankful we should be! 


Our neighbor to the south is not so fortunate. In 
Mexico, Protestantism is relatively small and 
weak. Presbyterians, U. number only 3,517, 


- with 34 organized congregations. Much is needed, 


and Christian reading matter is one of the needs. 


The area for which we are responsible in Mexico 
has a population of more than 2,000,000. The field 
is large, the workers few, numbering only 68, 
both native and foreign. What miracles of service 
these perform! Surely they should be _ supplied 
with every help possible, in their ardent efforts 
for the winning of souls. Surely literature which 
is fitted to the needs of people is a very effective 
agency for Evangelism. 


Our eyes have been opened anew to these needs 
through the recent visit of the Secretary of Wo- 
man’s Work to Mexico. Now we do rejoice that the 
1943 Birthday Offering has been designated for 
the provision of Christian literature for Mexico. 


This seems just the moment for such a gift, 
for a six-year Progressive Movement has just been 
launched in the Synod of Mexico, in view of the 
fact that 1947 will be the 75th anniversary of 
Presbyterian work there. The aim is “to stir the 
whole Church to more active service, to enlist 4 
larger number of young people for full-time 
service, to give the ministers a more exalted sense 
of their high mission, to make Christ more real 
to the whole membership, and to inspire the hearts 
of all to make His presence a reality to those who 
do not know Him.” 


How wonderful to have some share in this high 
endeavor! Out of hearts full of gratitude for our 
own blessings let us give. Out of hearts full of 
love for Christ and for those whom He loves let 
us give generously! 4 
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“In The Interest Of Truth” 


The Federal Council's Evasion 
By Rev. H. B. Dendy, D.D. 


In the December issue of the Southern Presby- 


trian Journal we published an article by Mr. 


(, C. Dickinson which called attention to the 
political activities of the Federal Council of 
Churches. Mr. Dickinson said: ‘‘The November 
%rd.issue of the Washington Post carried a full 
page advertisement signed by the National Com- 
mittee to Abolish the Poll Tax and showing as its 
“onstituent organizations’ the Federal Council 
of Churches, the Church League for Industrial 
Democracy, Townsend Plan, the American Civil 
Liberties Union and several other radical organi- 
zations asking for the abolishment of the poll 


tax. 


Neither Mr. Dickinson nor the Journal entered 
into the merits or demerits of the political ques- 
tion involved. Our whole contention was and is 
about the political activities of the Federal Coun- 
il of Churches. On January 8th, 1943, we had 
a letter from Rev. Samuel McCrea Cavert, Gen- 
eral Secretary of the Federal Council stating, (1) 
that the National Committee to Abolish the Poll 
Tax made a false statement when it described 
the Federal Council as one of its constituent or- 
ganizations, and (2) neither the Federal Council 
nr any of its officials gave authority to the 
National Committee to Abolish the Poll Tax to 
describe the Federal Council as a _ constituent 
organization of the Committee. Dr. Cavert was 
very anxious that we immediately inform our read- 
ers of the Southern Presbyterian Church of “this 
serious misrepresentation of the Council created 
by the advertisement in the Washington Post of 
November 23rd to which Mr. C. C. Dickinson had 
referred in our December issue.”’ 


We immediately wrote to the National Commit- 
tee to Abolish the Poll Tax, quoting these state- 
ments of Dr. Cavert, and calling their attention 
to the seriousness of this alleged misrepresen- 
tation. We also wrote Dr. Cavert, asking (1) if 
he wrote the Washington Post to let them know 
that the advertisement on page 7 of their issue 
of Monday, November 28rd, 1942, was a false 
statement and asking them to correct the same. 
We also asked him (2) if he made an effort as 
General Secretary of the Federal Council to in- 
form the. senators to whom this advertisement was 
addressed that the “National Committee to Abolish 
the Poll Tax made a false statement when it 
described the Federal Council of the Churches 
of Christ in America as one of its constituent 
organizations”; (3) if he meant to convey the idea 
In his denial of the Federal Council being a 
constituent organization of the National Commit- 
tee to Abolish the Poll Tax, that there is no con- 
nection whatever between these two organizations, 
and that the Federal Council did not approve in 
any way of the thing they were doing? 


Under date of January 20th we heard from 
ecretary Cavert saying, “Yes, I did mean in my © 
letter of January 8th to convey the impression 
that there is no connection between the National 
Committee to Abolish the Poll Tax and the Federal 
ouncil of Churches of Christ in America. Neither | 
the Federal Council nor its Executive Committee 


has taken any action with regard to the contro- 
versial issue involved in the proposal for a federal 
law to abolish the poll tax. The advertisement 
inserted in the Washington Post of November 
23rd, 1942, did not come to my attention until 
December 17th, at which date I received a copy 
from one of the Washingtom, ministers. I wrote 
promptly to the National Committee to Abolish 
the Poll Tax protesting against the use of the 
Federal Council’s name. By this time the issue 
was already dead in the senate, so there would 
have been no point to my addressing a statement 
to the senators. 


Incidentally, I understand that the Federal Coun- 
cil was not the only organization which was falsely 
described as being a constituent of the National 
Committee to Abolish the Poll Tax.’’ 


Under date of January 21st we had a letter 
from: Sylvia Beitscher, Executive Secretary of the 
National Committee to Abolish the Poll Tax, in 
which she said: “In our adVertisement we intended 
to list the organizations supporting the anti-poll 
tax fight, and it was through an error of the ad- 
vertising man, who was trying to dress up the 
copy, that the supporting organizations were 
changed to constituent organizations. The National 
Committee is composed of organizations support- 
ing the fight to abolish the poll tax. We have 
no affiliations nor constituent organizations. We 
merely serve as a clearing house for organizations 
active in this fight. We had correspondence with 
Miss Katherine Gardner. She stated that the Fed- 
eral Council was in favor of anti-poll tax legis- 


lation and that we could use this in our publicity. 


A few months ago Mr. Landis came to our office 
and expressed the hope that the Federal Council 
could be more active in this fight and offered 
us his heartiest cooperation.”’ ; 


In our effort to be entirely fair and to get at 
the truth in this matter we immediately passed 
this information on to Dr. Cavert. Under date 
of February list Dr. Cavert wrote us, “‘As for the 
references which you quote Miss Beitscher as 
having made to a conversation with Mr. Landis 
and to correspondence with Miss Katherine Gard- 
ner, I should like to say that Mr. Landis tells me 
me that on the occasion referred to he went to 
the office of the National Committee to Abolish 
the Poll Tax merely to secure information about 
its activities, and did not in any way commit the 
Federal Council to cooperation with it.” 


Under the same date as Dr. Cavert’s letter, 
February list, we received a letter from Virginia 
Foster Durr, Executive Vice-Chairman of the 
National Committee to Abolish the Poll Tax, from 
which we quote the following: “I regret very 
much that this misunderstanding has arisen about 
the Federal Council of Churches. Through Mr. 
James Myers of the Social Department of the 
Federal Council of Churches we have been assured 
of support for the anti-poll tax fight and he has 
contributed personally, time and effort to secure 
the passage of this legislation. We regret that the 
Federal Council of Churches was listed as a 
‘constituent organization’ and we have already 
explained how that came about. At the same 
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time I do not understand how Dr. Cavert can 
say that the Federal Council of Churches has 
taken no action in regard to this controversial 
issue, when we have received support from the 
Social Department through Mr. Myers, Miss Gard- 
ner and Mr. Landis. I have a letter before me 
from the Rev. Dale DeWitt, who is circulating a 
letter to the various clergymen, asking them to 
back the fight to abolish the poll tax, in which 
he says Mr. Myers has helped him in obtaining a 
list and also has contributed funds. I am writing 
to Mr. Myers to see if this unfortunate situation 
cannot be cleared up, as I do not want you to 
think that we have used the name of the Federal 


Council of Churches without a reason and that © 


at least some part of the organization supported 
this fight.”’ 


We passed this information on to Dr. Cavert. 
Under date of February 23rd he writes, ‘‘Despite 
Miss Durr’s comments about the interest of Mr. 
Myers and Dr. Landis in the poll tax issue, I 
unqualifiedly insist that there is no ground what- 
ever for the implication that our Social Service 
department has committed the Federal Council in 
the matter of the poll tax. Neither the Social 
Service department nor Mr. Myers nor Dr. Landis 
has made statements on the subject. 


It would obviously be futile to continue our 
correspondence longer. I believe that I have 
answered every question which you have raised 
and have done so in a frank and unqualified man- 
ner. I shall await with interest your correction 
of mis-information conveyed in your December 
article entitled, ‘Political Activities of the Federal 
Council.’ ”’ 


Our attention has been called to a forty-page 
booklet written by James Myers and printed and 
sold by the Federal Council of Churches, entitled, 
“Churches in Social Action - Why and How.” Mr. 
Myers is a long-time staff member of the Federal 
Council, serving as industrial secretary of the 
Industrial Division of the Department of the 
Church and Social Service. On pages 13 and 14 of 
this booklet, Dr. Myers writes, under the heading, 
“Social Legislation’: “Active promotion of con- 
structive social] legislation by Christian people is 
both a major method of bringing about peaceful 
social change, and in itself, a dramatization of the 
concern of religion for human welfare ... when 
southern church women appeared at hearings in 
Washington in support of anti-polltax legisla- 
tion ‘social ideals’ were carried beyond the 
‘resolution stage’ and applied to human relations 
at times and places where such expressions of re- 
ligious opinion really helped toward peaceful social 
progress.”’ | 


Our attention has also been called to the ‘In- 
dustrial Relations Division’”’ section of the 1941-42 


Biennial Report of the Federal Council of Churches 


where there is a paragraph under the heading 
‘Social Legislation’? which reads: 


“In addition to special attention to the 
Voorhis bill, the Industrial Division has acted 
as a clearing-house on social legislation, in- 
cluding child labor, unemployment, alien bills, 
abuses of private employment agencies and 
anti-polltax legislation. Special issues of In- 
formation Service on a wide range of proposed 
social legislation prepared by Benson Y. Lan- 
dis of the Department of Research and Edu- 
cation of the Federal Council have been 


SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 


mailed with covering letters by the Industrial 
Division to councils of churches, denomina- 
tional social service secretaries and ministers 
for their consideration and action.” 


Summarizing 
Dr. Cavert says: “Neither the Social Service 


department, nor Mr. Myers, nor Dr. Landis ha; 
made statements on the subject.” 


Virginia Foster Durr, Executive Vice-Chairman 
of the National Committee to Abolish the Poll 
Tax, says: “Through Mr. James Myers of the Social 
Department of the Federal Council of Churches we 
have been assured of support for the anti-poll 
tax fight, and he has contributed personally time 
and effort to secure the passage of this legisla. 
tion ... I do not understand how Dr. Cavert can 
say that the Federal Council of Churches has taken 
no action in regard to this controversial issue, 
when we have received support from the Social 
Department through Mr. Myers, Miss Gardner and 
Mr. Landis.” 


The 1941-42 Biennial Report of the Federal 
Council of Churches, just quoted above, says, the 
Industrial Division has acted as a clearing house 
on social legislation including the above mentioned 
matters. 


This, however, is an old game with the Secre. 
taries of the Federal Council. They do not hesitate 
for one moment to practice evasiveness wherever 
they feel it will serve their interests. 


We are definitely in favor of cooperation with 
all true Christians in the carrying on of the Lord’ 
work. Some have asked why not forget about the 
social activities of the Federal Council and think 
in terms of the department of Evangelism. There 
has recently come to our attention a review ofa 
pamphlet entitled, “Evangelism of Children” pre 


pared by the Committee of Religious Education of 


Children, of the International Council of Religious 
Education, and the department of Evangelism 0 
the Federal Council of Churches. This review 
written by Rev. John C. Williams, United Presby: 
terian minister of Princeton, Indiana, and printed 
in the United Presbyterian News Letter of April 
1943. Copies of this review may be obtained from 
the Evangelical Fellowship, Inc., 100 Diamond St 
Pittsburgh, Pa. By permission we quote from this 
review: “This pamphlet was published in 1942. 
is to say the least, a startling booklet to fall int 
the hands of a United Presbyterian minister t 
help him in the work of evangelizing the childre 
of his church. 


It is startling because it is definitely and ov 
spokenly contradictory to all that our Board @ 


Publication has sent out with the approval of 0 


General Assembly in the work of evangelizing 0U 
children. It is opposed to every article in the Con 
fessional Statement of our Church when thil 
article is directly or indirectly touched. It 1s 4 
variance with the teachings of such booklets 4 
“Manual for Communicants’ Classes’ by J. } 
Miller; ‘Manual for Pastors’ Classes’ by E. C. M 
Cowan; and it flings into the abyss as worthles 
the brochure, ‘Catechetical Instruction in ti 
Home,’ by A. W. Webster, which was mailed a fe 
years back for use in every United Presbyteriil 
home in the training of children. 


The Church is urged to adopt the type of Ega! 
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m (Page 13) which would prevent the bring- 
ina. Qing of the children to the teaching of those pastors 
ters [who believe that ‘all have sinned and come short 

of the glory of God’ and ‘that there is none 

righteous, no not one.’ It would prevent pastors 
from telling their children that Jesus Christ is 
: the lamb of God who beareth (Margin - A. V.) 
‘ervicell away the sin of the world,’ and that all who will 
is has not receive Christ as He is offered to them in the 

Gospel of His redeeming grace are lost. Adopt 
such a program for the children, and every evan- 
elical minister would be barred from teaching 
e Pol the children of the church. 


The cross of Jesus Christ is referred to in this 
fashion (Page 15): ‘The way which He chose led 
Him to the cross. Jesus did not choose the cross 
egisla-g because martyrdom in itself is good. He chose a 
rt cang Way of life in accordance with God’s purposes, and 
taken that led to the cross because it ran counter to the 
way which man, in his sinfulness, chose to follow.’ 
One could weep at this disrobing of our Lord of 
His essential mediatorial glory if he were not 
shocked at the blasphemy of it. Judas never be- 
trayed Christ more foully than does this language. 
‘ederala There is another indirect reference to the Cross 
1s, the and to Gethsemane on Page 26, where it says; 
house™ Jesus suffered. He was put to death. But He knew 


trial gelis 


1€S we 
\ti-pol] 
y time 


issue, 
Social 
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tioned that He was not alone. He knew that God was’ 


with Him. And so He was brave and He forgave 

His enemies who made Him suffer.’ To your 
Secre-§ tents, O Israel! from fellowshipping with those 
esitatel who preach such a gospel! Jesus never chose ‘a’ 
erever™ way of life which led to the Cross because it ran 
counter to the way which sinful men chose. That 
central Cross on Golgotha was determined and 
decreed in the eternal counsel of the Godhead. 
Christ is the lamb slain from the foundation of the 
world. He was born to die on that Cross. ‘Now 
once in the end of the ages hath He appeared to 
put away sin by the sacrifice of Himself’ (Hebrews 
9:26). ‘And ye know that He was manifested to 
take away our sins’ (1 John 3:5). Let Paul tell us 
the Why of that Cross: ‘And you, being dead in 
your sins and the uncircumcision of your flesh, 
hath He quickened together with Him, having for- 
given you all trespasses; blotting out the hand- 
jm Writing of ordinances that was against us, which 
was contrary to us, and took it out of the way, 
hailing it to His'cross; and having spoiled princi- 
palities and powers, He made a show of them 
openly, triumphing over them in it’ (Colossians 
aati This is why Jesus Christ went to the 
ross.’ 


The Federal Council would have us _ believe 
that they are the only organization that can 
adequately represent united Protestantism today. 
We do not believe this is true. At least two other 
oganizations representing evangelical Christians 
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ard of have sprung up within the past two years. We 
of ou Understand that these are having a rapid growth. 
ig 0 We belong to the Southern Presbyterian Church, 
e Com and as members of the Southern Presbyterian 
| thi Church we belong (against our will and much 


18 Mi to our regret) to the Federal Council of Churches. 
ts ai There are many sincere members of the Southern 
J. BM Presbyterian Church who are strongly opposed to 
C. Mei the Federal Council, and yet, each of them is 
rthles assessed through the per capita tax for the General 
n t@ Assembly for his or her proportionate part of the 
a few support of the Federal Council of Churches. 


terial Among many other things that the Federal 
Council claims is that through them Protestantism 
Egan “20 present a united front against the Roman 


Catholic Church, yet, in the biennial meeting in 


Cleveland on Thursday evening, December 10th, 


1942, the Council was led in a worship service 
by the Bishop of the Eastern Orthodox Church, 
which is the Eastern branch of the old Roman 
Church, the Western branch being our present 
Roman Catholic body. This orthodox body is Roman 
Catholic in its practices, with the exception of 
the recognition of the Pope. Mimeographed copies 
of this order of worship were distributed to every 
one present and all stood at the request of the 
Bishop during the service. From the prayer used, 
we quote the following: “Through the intercession 
of our all-Immaculate Lady Theotokos and ever 
Virgin Mary; through the power of the precious 
and life-giving Cross; through the protection of 
the venerable Bodiless Powers of Heaven; of the 
venerable Prophet-Forerunner and Baptist, John; 
of the holy and all praiseworthy Apostles; of our 
Holy Fathers, the Great Ecumenical Teachers and 
Hierarchs, Basil the Great, Gregory the Theologian, 
and John Chrysostom; of our Holy Father, Nicho- 
las, Archbishop of Myra in Lycia, of the holy 
glorious right victorious martyrs; of the holy and 
righteous Theopatores, Joachim and Anna; and of 
all thy saints, We supplicate thee, thou only greatly 
merciful Lord, hearken unto us sinners who pray 
unto Thee and have Mercy upon us.”’ 

Prayers were also offered for the dead. Dr. 
Albert E. Day, Vice-Chairman of the Federal Coun- 
cil, who was presiding, is quoted as having said 
to the Bishop, at the close of this worship pro- 
gram, “Thank you for enriching our lives by per- 
mitting us to share in the wérship of your church 
and the worship of our God.” 

This is just another instance of the studied 
policy of the Federal Council-in seeking to carry 
water on both shoulders. 


An Anchor For The Soul 


When you say, “I hope I’ll go to Heaven,”— 
what do you mean—is it a conviction, or only a 
desire? Do you mean that you confidently expect 
to go there or only wish it? Do you say it with 
assurance and peace of heart, or is it but an 
uncertain longing accompanied by dread, or fear? 

The Bible says that the Christian hope is confi- 
dent and is as “an anchor of the soul both sure 
and steadfast” (Heb. 6:19); this is because hope 
has solid anchorage in the promise of God. It is 
not fastened upon the changing and uncertain 
things of this world or upon ourselves or others; 
but upon the eternal and almighty sovereign God 
and His gracious plan of salvation through Jesus 
Christ. This hope lays hold upon Christ whom God 
sent into the world to die in the sinner’s stead. It is 
a hope offered to all who in penitence of sin trust 
Christ as Saviour. This hope is a confident assur- 
ance based on such promises as John 3:16 which 
says that ‘God so loved: the world that He gave 
his only begotten son that whosoever believed on 
him should not perish but have everlasting life.” 
The Christian sings: | 


‘‘My hope is built on nothing less 
Than Jesus’ blood and righteousness. 
On Christ the solid rock I stand 


All other ground is sinking sand.” 


Reader! anchor your hope in Christ the Rock 
of Ages as you enter the year 1943. 
—The Soldier’s Evangel. 
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The North American Council Of The Churches 
Of Christ | 


By C. Darby Fulton — H. Kerr Taylor — J. P. McCallie 


This is the report of a Special Committee appointed by the Executive Committee of Foreign Mission 

of the Presbyterian Church in the U. 8. to study the Constitution of the proposed North American 

Council of the Churches of Christ. The report, with its recommendations, was formally adopted by the 
Executive Committee at its meeting in Nashville, Tenn., on April 13, 1943. 


Your special committee, appointed in February 
to make a study of the Constitution of the North 
American Council from the. particular point of 
view of the Executive Committee of Foreign 
Missions, would report as follows: | 


We would first of all affirm our sense of fellow- 
ship with other Christians in the United States 
and Canada, and throughout the world, and our 
recognition of the need of working in cooperation 
with men everywhere who share our essential faith 

and who are committed to like aims and purposes. 
We would record, also, our sincere desire for a 
growing spiritual unity in the body of Christ and 
its expression through appropriate organization and 
activity as we come together in a common ac- 
ceptance of one Lord, one faith, and one baptism. 


While thus approving the general principle of 
cooperation, any specific plan, such as the pro- 
posed North American Council of the Churches of 
Christ, must obviously be considered on its own 
merits and in the light of its particular organi- 
zation, function and aim. 


After a careful study of the Constitution as 
presented in Cleveland, Ohio, and revised on 
December 9, 1942, your special committee would 
offer the following comments: 


1. It is our conviction that there does not now 
prevail among the Protestant Churches of America 
a sufficient degree of spiritual unity to provide 
an adequate ideological basis for such a plan as 
is proposed. In describing the “objects” of the 
Council, Article II of the Constitution opens with 
these words: | | 


“To manifest the essential oneness of the 
cooperating churches in spirit and purpose 
for the furtherance of their common mission 
in the world.”’ 


In our judgment such “essential oneness’ as is 
described does not yet exist, and it is contrary 
to realism that the consolidations proposed should 
take place before the denominations themselves 
have come to the point where they are ready to 
unite. The very existence of the denominations 


severally is evidence that they regard themselves - 


as holding certain distinctive positions that they 
think are worth preserving. These particular po- 
sitions are expressed not only in the creeds and 
polity of the various churches, but are reflected in 
the special emphasis that appear in their respective 
programs of activity, in missions, in education, in 
evangelism. Nor can they be dismissed as mere 
superificial differences in point of view. Often 
they lie deep in the faith and conviction of the 
church—so deep that they have in certain cases 
constituted the very basis for the separate 
existence of the denominations as such. You cannot 
merge the programs of activity of the denomina- 
tions in missions or in education under one 


corporate administration, and still preserve the 
special point of view that each communion regards 
as essential to the faithful fulfillment of its task. 
This, we believe, is commonly recognized, and only 
those denominations are likely to be eager for 
the merger as believe that their own points of 
view can muster enough support to dominate the 
new organization and determine its general policies, 


this is not co-operation— it is coercion. 


2. While the Constitution professedly puts for- 
ward a cooperative plan, and the word ‘“‘coopera- 
tion’”’ is liberally used, the practical outlook of the 
plan is rather toward consolidation or centralization 
of administration for all the activities of the 
Protestant Churches. This trend is already clearly 
manifest in each of the interdenominational coun- 
cils concerned in the proposed merger. From year 
to year, increasingly, new consolidations of ad- 
ministrative functions are being encouraged among 
groups of boards within the several councils. 
“Pooling” of administration is being definitely fos- 
tered, and the process would be greatly acceler- 
ated by the organization of the proposed North 
American Council with its more highly centralized 
structure. But this is not cooperation. Cooperation 
is the voluntary working together of two or more 
autonomous personalities or units; but the merging 
of such units into one, so that the autonomy of 


- each separately is lost and all are controlled by the 


will collectively expressed, is not cooperation but 
corporation. 

When such corporate control is set up, the indi- 
vidual Foreign Mission Board is given the very 
difficult choice either of joining the corporate 
group, or of facing isolation. Under such pressure, 
the easier way out is usually to fall in line; but 
having once done so, the autonomy of the board 
is lost and it becomes subject to the will of the 
corporate body of which it is now a part. Nor 3s 
it ordinarily possible to withdraw from such con- 
solidations without forfeiting interests that were 
brought into them at the time of joining. Your 
committee feels that we would be making a mis 
take to encourage the organization of a Council 
whose influence would be thrown on the side of 
accelerating such consolidations in which, by pre- 
vious experience, we have learned that the ma- 
jority voice would not be in harmony with well- 
established policies of our Executive Committee. 

3. From the very beginning of the discussions 
looking toward a merger of the interdenominatior- 
al councils, the Foreign Missions Conference 0 
North America was zealous in its insistence that 
its autonomy should be safeguarded in any sug 
gested scheme so as to permit it to fulfill its par 
ticular function in the work of the church. A study 
of the Constitution with this essential point I 
view, convinces your committee that, under the 
proposed plan, the Foreign Missions Conference 
is reduced to a definitely subordinate position, 
subject ultimately to the authority of the Counc! 
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as a whole. This is the inescapable impression that 
your committee gathers from the several phrases 
and expressions that bear upon the subject in the 
Constitution itself. For example: 

Article V, 4 “The safeguarding for each Di- 
vision of the fullest measure of autonomy con- 
sistent with presenting a united front and a 
mutually-supporting program.” 

Article VI, 2 “Subject to the provisions herein- 
after specified, each incorporated Division shall 
be subject to the supervision of the COUNCIL 
and responsible to it.”’ | 

Article VIII, 1 (This article provides for the 
election by the COUNCIL of the Vice-President 
to preside over each of the administrative 
Divisions. ) 

Article X, 1 “There shall be an annual meeting 
of the COUNCIL and of its Divisions at such time 
and place as the COUNCIL or its executive com- 
mittee shall determine.”’ 

Article XI, 4 “Each member of the COUNCIL 
shall be assigned to membership in a Division in a 
manner which the COUNCIL shall determine.” 

Article XI, 6 “Within the limitations of the 
constitution of the COUNCIL and of such general 
actions as may be taken by it, each Division will 
have substantial autonomy.” 

Article XI, 6-C “The work of each Division 
shall be reported to the COUNCIL for review and 
coordination with the work of other Divisions.” 

Article XI, 9 “Each Division shall prepare its 
own budget for presentation in the annual budget 
of the COUNCIL and shall co-operate with the 
department of financial promotion in furthering 
the total interest of the COUNCIL.” 

Article XVII, 1 ‘‘There shall be a department 
of financial promotion which shall coordinate and 


carry on the solicitation of financial support for 


the COUNCIL and its several Divisions, etc.” ........ 

Article XVIII, 1-B ‘‘Each Division shall have 
one executive secretary, or more, elected by the 
COUNCIL on the nomination of the division.”’ 

_ It is difficult to see any real autonomy remain- 
ing to the Foreign Missions Conference under these 
definitions -of its status as a Division of the 
COUNCIL. The COUNCIL elects its presiding 
officer, elects its secretary, determines the time 
and place of its annual meeting, controls its 
finances, reviews its work, determines its personnel, 
and exercises supervision over it. 

4. The proposed constitution changes the entire 
nature, purpose, and function of the Foreign 
Missions Conference. The Foreign Missions Con- 
ference has been an organization designed to pro- 
vide opportunity for those responsible for the ad- 
ministration of Foreign Missions in the several 
denominations to come together for purposes of 
conference and counsel. The representation at 
such conferences has been in the hands of the 
boards themselves, each being allowed a quota of 
delegates, with: the prerogative of selecting and 
appointing these according to its own discretion. 
It is at this point that the proposed organization 
introduces its most startling and revolutionary 
changes. The COUNCIL itself will determine what 
persons are to compose the Foreign Mission 
Division, and the whole theory of a Conference 
made up of representatives of Foreign Mission 
Boards is thrown aside. 

Let us see, for example, how the plan would 
work in the case of our own Church: Under the 
terms of Article III, ‘““Membership,” the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States would be en- 
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titled to five basic representatives, plus six addi- 
tional representatives, plus three others, making a 
total of fourteen representatives to the COUNCIL 
from the denomination as a whole. It is stipulated 
that all of these are to be elected by the de- 
nomination itself, but that at least one-half shall 
be nominated by the boards and agencies of the 
denomination cooperating in the work of the 
Divisions of the COUNCIL. This would mean that 
at least seven of our fourteen representatives 
would be nominated to the General Assembly by 
the agencies of our Church. Precisely what agencies 
would be included, it is impossible to say, but the 
following at least would probably be involved: 
The Foreign Mission Committee, the Home Mission 
Committee, the Committee on Christian Education, 
the Committee on Religious Education, the Steward- 
ship Committee and the Woman’s Work Commit- 


tee. These six agencies then would nominate a 


minimum of seven delegates. It is hardly likely 
that the Foreign Mission Committee would have 
the privilege of naming more than two of these 
possibly only one. | 

Inasmuch as the COUNCIL is to be divided into 
four Divisions, as nearly equal in size as possible, 
it would appear that possibly four of our dele-. 
gates might be assigned to the Foreign Mission 


Division by the COUNCIL. It should be noted, 


however, that there is nothing in the plan to 
guarantee that the denominational delegation will 
be divided into four approximately equal parts, or 
even that those representatives who have come 
by nomination of their respective boards will be 
assigned to the Division of their chief interest. 


~The whole question of distributing the total body 


of representatives among the four Divisions is in 
the hands of the COUNCIL. It is quite likely that 
at least one-half of the membership of the Foreign 
Mission Division will be persons who have not 
been appointed by the Mission Boards and who 
have no administrative relationship to the mission- 
ary enterprise. It is difficult for your special 
committee to see how such an organization could 
be expected to take the place of the Foreign 
Missions Conference and carry on its functions 
without immeasurable impairment of its value to 
the boards. The Foreign Mission Division will no 
longer be the mission boards in conference, but a 
nondescript group of a composition so different as 
to destroy the purpose and intent for which the 
Foreign Missions Conference was set up. The 
effect of all this would be to subject the Foreign 
Mission enterprise to the scrutiny, criticism, co- 
ordination, and oversight of a group of men and 
women not intimately acquainted with the task. 


5. The structure of the proposed COUNCIL is 
entirely too cumbersome for purposes of effici- 
ency; moreover, the expense of its maintenance 
would be exorbitant. The first consideration is 
probably the more important of the two. The en- 
tire membership of the COUNCIL would probably 
exceed a thousand; and even the Executive Com- 
mittee, with four stated meetings a year, would 
be composed of two or three hundred people. The 
unwieldiness of such a group will be at once 
apparent. The idea that this group, in four meet- 
ings during the year, could find time to give 
adequate consideration to the total program of 


the Protestant Church in all of its ramifications, 


seems preposterous. It is obvious that the Executive 
Committee of the COUNCIL will be able to give 


oversight of only a general, and perhaps super- 


ficial character. The great bulk of the business 
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would have to be handled by a much smaller 
nucleus, probably the Council Staff, and by in- 
terim committees that would necessarily be cen- 
tralized in the New York area. 


6. This leads to the observation that the pro- 
posed Council will, in practice, involve the placing 
of the whole program of activity of the Protestant 
Churches of North America in the hands of a 
small group, thus allowing a centralization of au- 
thority that is contrary to the democratic spirit of 
the Protestant Church. Your Committee has no 
prejudices against New York. It does, however, 
feel that it would be a mistake for the control 
of so vast an enterprise to become the responsi- 
bility of a localized group, however capable, in 
whatever part of our country. The trend toward 
centralization in the interdenominational councils 
is too well known to require detailed comment. 
Primarily, it is a matter of geography. For pur- 
poses of convenience, efficiency, and easy as- 
sembly, important committees must be made up 
largely of men and women who can gather to-. 
gether promptly, quickly, frequently, and without 
too much sacrifice of their own time. Thus there 
presently develops a series of committees all of 
which have a core of membership that resides in 
or near the city of New York. There are also 


frequently prevented from aftending by the limi- 
tations of space and time. As a result, a small 
group, quickly accessible in New York, gathers and 
transacts business which may involve the interests 
of millions of Protestants throughout America and 
the world. Moreover, there are no quorum regu- 
lations. A committee composed of fifty members 
will convene with only eight or ten persons pres- 
ent, but will go right ahead, transact business, and 
in a few days send out the minutes of the meet- 
ing as a “fait accompli.”’ This is not in any sense 
a criticism of those in New York upon whose 
shoulders more than a reasonable share of the 
burden of interdenominational activities falls. It 
is, however, a recognition of the essential weak- 
ness of such schemes as the proposed COUNCIL 
which involves, of necessity, a too highly cen- 
tralized direction. Our experience with the inter- 
denominational councils in this respect does not 
enhance our hope of the smoother operations of 
the much more complicated and unwieldy organi- 
zation that is now proposed. : 


Despite the widely representative character of 
such an inclusive COUNCIL as is proposed, there 
“is real danger that all actual authority would be 
vested in a few individuals, and that we would 
have a centralized control in far greater degree 
than already exists in the several interdenomi- 
national councils. 

7. Your special committee has already alluded 
to the never-relenting pressure toward administra- 
tive consolidation. This has been so conspicuous 
in al] interdenominational councils, that we cannot 
but take it into special account in connection with 
this proposed merger which is in itself a move- 
ment in the direction of administrative unity. The 
fact is that all interdenominational co-operative or- 
ganizations have for the last two or three years 
been openly exnloited in the interest of centrali- 
zation. This will be clear even from a superficial 
examination of the agenda that have been pre- 
sented at the various meetings. It is not an exag- 
geration to say that frequently more time has 
actually been spent in discussing united action, 
closer relations, and the like, than in dealing with 
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members from a distance, it is true, but these are 


the specific functions for which the organizations 
were set up. Those who, believing in cooperation, 
try to take their places in the general cooperative 
scheme, are constantly being embarrassed by the 
advantage that is taken of their presence to press 
further proposals toward consolidation..The more 
zealous protagonists of such measures do not 
appear to see that by pressing corporation they 
are rendering cooperation more and more diffi- 
cult, if not altogether impossible. 


8. Any desirable coordination of the various 
interdenominational councils and agencies can be 


- accomplished through a much simpler organization 


than is suggested in the proposed plan of merger. 
The Foreign Missions Conference, the Home 
Mission Council, and the other interdenomination- 
al agencies should be left as they are. In matters 
where inter-council consultation is necessary or 
wise a small committee of adjustment and co- 
ordination could fulfill every needed function. 
Such a committee ought to be definitely under the 
councils which it serves, rather than over them. 
The proposed plan for merging the councils creates 
a machinery far too complicated and clumsy for 
the accomplishment of the relatively simple pur- 
poses that should be in view. 


9. Fundamentally, we are not ready to transfer 
the control of our Foreign Mission policies to an 
inclusive organization whose inevitable drift will 
be toward a unified administration in which here- 
after we would have an all but negligible minority 
voice. Nor do we desire to exercise any authority 
over the activities of our sister boards except 
through such advisory and consultative means as 


are already available to us through the channels . 


of our cooperative fellowships. We imply no 
criticism of other groups when we say that there 
are points of view that any particular board might 
hold with reference to Christian missions in its 
various aspects that might not always be shared 


by others, and we believe it important to retain 


that measure of initiative and autonomy that will 
enable us to determine our own policies in our 
Foreign Mission work. To recognize that we differ 
in certain basic viewpoints from the policies that 
would be approved by the proposed North Ameri- 


can Council collectively, is merely to recognize a 


fact and not to pass any judgment whatsoever. | 
10. We are concerned that nowhere in the pro- 


posed constitution is there any strong statement 


of our evangelical Christian position, or our faith 
in the great Christian assumptions. Much of our 
interdenominationalism today begins with the idea 
that we cannot agree on doctrinal matters and 
must therefore rule them out from the purview 
of our mutual consideration. The effect of this is 


to prevent any declarations of a strong faith by | 
such Councils, and to limit the pronouncements 


of such bodies as the proposed North American 
Council to social, political, economic, racial] and 
international matters. As a result, a distorted view 
of the Christian Gospel emerges. How is the world 
to know that the Gospel of Christ is primarily the 
Good News of Salvation to everyone that believes, 
if the only interpretation that he ever hears of the 
Gospel has to do with matters of war and peace, 
right racial attitudes, a square deal for the labor- 
ing man, temperance, and social reform? We do 
not overlook the importance of these social issues, 
but we retain the deep conviction that the only 
man who is competent to meet them in a Christian 
way is the man who has known the new birth in 
his own heart, who has accepted Christ as his 
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Lord and Saviour from sin, and who believes that 
the evils of the world, whether individual or social, 
can be set right only when the spirit of God in- 
dwells the hearts of men through faith in Jesus 
Christ. Indeed it is difficult to see how any real 
cooperation is possible between denominations or 
boards that do not accept the same essential bases 
of faith, nor why, if they are accepted, there should 
not be a clear statement of these convictions and 
an emphasis upon them in our interdenominational 
programs of activities. Indeed, we seriously raise 
the question as to whether we have a right to 
belong to any so-called Christian fellowship that 
cannot start out with a forthright assertion of 
faith in the basic truths of Christianity. If we 
cannot cooperate on this basis, can we legitimately 
get together on any other? | 


Moreover, experience has made us question 
whether such a council as is proposed will speak, 
even on‘subjects of social concern, the points of 
view that our Church would approve? Will it, on 
the subject of war? Or race? Or labor relations? 
Or of comparative religion? Or of relations of 
Church to government? Will it in these matters 
represent the attitudes for which our Church has 


stood through the years? 


After careful study of the constitution as pro- 
posed, and for the considerations that have been 
listed above, your special committee would record 
its judgment that the Executive Committee of 
Foreign Missions should do everything possible to 
discourage the organization of the proposed North 
American Council. To this end we recommend: 


1. That the Executive Committee of Foreign 
Missions decline membership in the North Ameri- 
can Council of the Churches of Christ. 


2. That the General Assembly be earnestly ad- 
vised against entering the proposed Council, be- 
cause of the involvements that such membership 
would inevitably impose upon the whole Foreign 
Mission work of our Church. 

3. That this paper be published in our Church 
periodicals at the first possible date; that a copy 
be sent to the Stated Clerk of the General As- 
sembly for reference to the appropriate Commit- 
tee; and, further, that copies be forwarded to the 
other Executive Committees and Agencies of the 
Assembly and to our sister boards in cooperative 
work. 


“He Descended Into Hell” 


By Rev. Allen Cabaniss, Ph.D.* 


This is a discussion of the unwarranted omission. 


of the article, ‘‘He descended into hell,’’ from 
the Apostles’ Creed as printed in The Presbyterian 
Hymnal and the Hymnal for Christian Worship. 
The attempt has been made to justify the deletion 
as follows: (1) the clause does not appear in The 
Methodist Hymnal; (2) material in a hymnbook is 
meant for liturgical use, not for historical and 
theological information; (3) private members of 
the church might misunderstand the statement; (4) 
the Apostles’ Creed is not a part of the Standards 
of our church; (5) this article does not appear in 
the Creed as used prior to A. D. 400 (the so-called 
Old Roman Symbol); (6) the addition of this 
clause was made about A. D. 730, by the Roman 
Catholic Church which was “doctoring” it for its 
own purposes. 


These reasons may be dismissed as entirely un- 
satisfactory. (1) The fact that the clause does 
not appear in The Methodist Hymnal betrays the 
omission for what it is, an Arminianizing ten- 
dency. Our great sister-churches of the Reforma- 
tion, the Lutheran, the Anglican, and the Re- 
formed, have certainly not omitted it in their 
hymnals and liturgies. It is not necessary for us 
to follow the lead of some other church, but if we 
must, surely our sister-churches coeval with us 
~ — worthy of emulation than a later niece- 
church, 


_ (2) Because materials in a -hymnbook are 
liturgical does not mean they are not also 
theological. Our liturgy must agree with our 


theology, or woe for our theology! To tamper 
with our liturgies, our hymns, our creeds, is to 
endanger our theology. (3) Private members of 
our church are not as ignorant as the changers of | 
the Apostles’ Creed think. And moreover, when 
the Creed appears in our Shorter Catechism it is 
always accompanied by a perfectly intelligible 


footnote, “That is, ‘Continued in the state of the 
dead, and under the power of death, until the 
third day.’’’ That is clear and anyone can under- 
stand it. It would be preferable therefore to print 
that footnote in the hymnbooks instead of mutilat- 
ing the Creed. 


(4) The Apostles’ Creed is a part of the Stand- 
ards of our Church, as will appear from the fuller 
statement a few paragraphs below. (5) If we 
choose to follow the form as it existed previous to 
A. D. 400 (the Old Roman Symbol), then we will 
also have to omit the affirmation that God is the 
“Maker of heaven and earth;” the assurance that 
Christ actually died on the cross; the beautiful 
doctrine of the communion of saints; and the fact 
of the life everlasting. This totally inadequate 
older form is surely not the standard of our faith. 
faith. 

(6) The mention of the Roman Catholic Church 
drags a red herring across the line of the argu- 
ment. Properly speaking, it is nonsense to refer to 
a “Roman” Catholic Church before A. D. 1054 or, 
for that matter, before the Reformation period. 
Prior to 1054 there was only the one universal 
church. After that date it is true that Christendom 
was split into mutually antagonistic Western and 
Eastern halves, but it was not until the Council of 
Trent in the sixteenth century that the doctrine 
of the Roman Catholic Church as distinct from 
both Eastern and Reformation Christianity was 
definitively established. 

But rather than pursuing further the negative 
task of answering those who justify the unwar- 
ranted omission, let us turn to the more pleasant 


privilege of setting forth positively the reasons 


why it is imperative that the Apostles’ Creed as 
printed in our hymnals for our liturgical use should 
invariably contain the article, ‘He descended into 
hell.”” The argument is here given in the form of 
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an outline: | 

1. The descent of Christ into hell is an authori- 
tative doctrine of the Presbyterian Church, U. S. 

A. The Apostles’ Creed with this article is a 


part of the Shorter Catechism, and is always print- 


ed with it. 
B. €®his phrase is included as a part of the 
Larger Catechism, in the answer to Question 50. 


C. The Apostles’ Creed with this article appears | 


five times in our Assembly-approved Book of 
ar Worship (see pages 7, 438, 93, 142f., 
146). | 

D. The sense of the phrase is given in the 
Confession of Faith, ch. VIII, par. IV: “ ... 
buried, and remained under the power of death, 
yet saw no corruption.”’ | 

II. It is a Scriptural doctrine. 

A. Acts 2:27,31: “‘Because thou wilt not leave 
my soul in hell, neither wilt thou suffer thine Holy 
One to see corruption. ... He seeing this before 
spake of the resurrection of Christ, that his soul 
was not left in hell, neither his flesh did see cor- 
ruption.” 

B. See also Rom. 10:7; Eph. 4:9; Rev. 1:18; I 
Pet. 3:19 and 4:6. 7 

C. Compare Luke 23:43 with John 20:17. 

III. It is a doctrine of the early church. 

A. Ignatius, Magnesians, IX: 2. Compare Shep- 
herd of Hermas, Similitudes, IX: XVI:5. 

B. The Athanasian Creed, article 38: ‘.. . . who 
suffered for our salvation, descended into hell, 
rose again the third day from the dead .. .”’ 

C. Many primitive Eastern creeds (including that 
of Jerusalem), antedating the Old Roman Symbol. 
See on this Donald McFayden, Understanding the 
Apostles’ Creed (New York: Macmillan, 1927), 
page 201. 

IV. It is a doctrine of the Reformers. 

A. John Calvin, The Institutes of the Christian 
Religion (the framework of which is based on the 


Apostles’ Creed), Book II, ch. XVI, par. 8: “ft 
is not right to omit his ‘descent into hell,’ which js 
of no small importance towards the accomplish. 
ment of redemption. For though it appears from 
the writings of the ancients, that this article of 
the Creed was not always in common use in the 
churches, yet in discussing a system of doctrine, 
it is necessary to introduce it, as containing a 
mystery highly useful, and by no means to be 
despised.”” Also same book and chapter, par. 10: 
“Tf Christ had merely died a corporal death, no 
end would have been accomplished by it; it was 
requisite, also, that he should feel the severity of 
the Divine vengeance, in order to appease the 


wrath of God, and satisfy his justice. Hence it was 


necessary for him to contend with the powers of 
hell and the horror of eternal death. . .. He 
suffered in his soul the dreadful torments of a 
person condemned and irretrievably lost.’’ 

B. One of the differences between Calvin and 
the heretic Sebastian Castellio was the doubt of 
the latter regarding the interpretation of this 
phrase. 

C. All the other Reformers as well as Calvin 
kept this essential article in their liturgies and 
statements of faith: Martin Luther (German), 
Olavus Petri (Swedish), John Knox (Scottish), 
Thomas Cranmer (English). 

V. It is a preachable doctrine. 

A. G. A. Studdert Kennedy, I Believe (New 
York: Doubleday, Doran and Co., 1928), ch. X. 

B. Karl Barth, Credo (New York: Scribner’s, 
1936), ch. IX. 

May we not urge the editors of our hymnbooks 
to let us return quickly and officially to.the whole 
faith of the only document that is accepted by 
all the historic churches of Western Christianity? 


*Pastor of the Presbyterian Church of. Columbia 
(Marion County), Miss. 


Scriptural Dispensationalism 


By Rev. W. G. Foster, Jr.* . 


Any man who is a New Testament Christian 
and not an Old Testament Jew is a dispensation- 


alist; but when we see what many people mean | 


by the term ‘dispensation’ we realize that some 
dispensationalism is Scriptural and other dis- 


pensationalism is definitely unscriptural and even 


anti-scriptural. 


The place where a person begins to move toward 
a-scriptural view of dispensations or away from 
a scriptural view is in his definition of the term 
‘dispensation.’ Webster defines the term as, “1. 
act of dispensing, distribution; hence distribution 
of good and evil by God to man. 2. that which is 
dispensed or appointed; especially, theologically, 


a system of principles, promises and rules ordained © 


and administered; as the Christian dispensation.”’ 
Our word dispensation is from the Latin word 
‘dispensatio’, meaning economical management or 
superintendence. This is a translation of the Greek 
word used in the New Testament, ‘oikonimia’. 
Thayer defines the meaning of this word as “the 
management, oversight, administration of another’s 
property.” The word is used seven times in the 
New Testament—three times in the Gospel of 


Luke (16:2,3,4) and four times in the Epistles 
Ms Cor. 9:17, Eph. 1:10; 3:2 and Col. 1:25). In 

uke the rich man gave his steward goods and 
made him responsible for using them properly. 
This gift of goods and this responsibility for proper 
use constituted a dispensation to the steward. And 
in each case in the Epistles Paul is expressing 
the idea that God has entrusted the Gospel to 
him and is making him responsible in proclaiming 
it; therefore this gift of the Gospel and this re 
sponsibility to proclaim it constitute a dispensation 
from God to Paul. In Ephesians 1:10 Paul implies 
that the gift of the Gospel and the responsibility 
to proclaim it represent the very fullness of what 
God has planned for man. 


From this brief survey we can not escape the 
fact that in the original Greek, in the words chose! 
to translate the original Greek, and in the context 
of the Scripture itself a dispensation is a revelation 
of God to man and a responsibility that God places 
upon man to properly use that revelation. Both 
the revelation and the responsibility constitute 4 
dispensation. 


Dr. Lewis Sperry Chafer defines a dispensation 
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as “a period of time during which a particular | 


revelation of God’s mind and will is operative.”’ 
(From unpublished notes.) Dr. C. I. Schofield 
advances the definition that ‘‘a dispensation is a 
period of time during which man is tested to some 
specific revelation of the will of God.” (Scofield 
Reference Bible, note 4, page 5). Then Dr. Sco- 
field proceeds to outline seven periods of time, 
each having clear cut beginning and ending, and 
the specific revelations of God’s will that are 
operative in each particular time, but with each 
revelation becoming no longer binding when the 
period of time comes to a close. From these two 
definitions we see that for modern dispensation- 
alists a dispensation is primarily a period of time. 

Scriptural dispensationalism begins by thinking 
of a dispensation as a principle that God has re- 
vealed to man and a responsibility that God has 
placed upon man for its proper use. Any dispen- 
sationalism that begins by thinking of a dis- 
pensation as being primarily a period of time, 
with some responsibility linked only to that par- 
ticular period of time, is departing from the mean- 
ing of the word ‘dispensation’ as it is used in the 
Scriptures. 


The Bible As A Progressive 
Unfolding 


Any division of Scripture into sections other 
than into the Old and New Testaments must of 
necessity be rather artificial, and yet it is also 
true that any division of Scripture that does not 
violate the spirit of the Book and the unity of its 
message is good in so far as it is helpful in 
making plain the progressive unfolding of God’s 
one eternal plan and purpose. 


In the dawn of man’s history upon the earth 
God made a covenant of works with man (Gen. 
1:28-81, 2:15-17). In this covenant God promised 
man that if he would’ be faithful to the physical, 
moral, and spiritual conditions as set down by the 
Creator, then he would continue to dwell in un- 
broken fellowship with God the Creator. But God 
warned that failure would bring. separation and 
death (Gen. 2:15-17). Man failed and became 
separated from God and dead in trespasses and 
sin. Since that day every man born into the human 
race has been born into a race that is separated 
from God and subject to death. In this state 
there is nothing that man can do by works of 
merit that will restore him to his place of fellow- 
ship with God and gain for him everlasting life. 
Man is not in a state of badness needing good 
works; he is in a state of death needing life. 

But on the very day that man sinned God in His 
grace preached the first Gospel message to the 
first pair of sinners. (Gen. 3:15) This Gospel 
message comes in the midst of God’s pronounce- 
ment of a curse upon Satan, the earth, and man; 
but at the very center of the curse stands the 
message of grace, for where sin abounds grace 
doth much more abound. This first Gospel message 
reads: “I will put enmity between thee and the 
woman, between thy seed and her seed: he shall 
bruise thy head and thou shalt bruise his heel.” 
A careful and accurate examination of these words 
in their context make three facts stand out in 
this message: 1. there is to be a history-long war- 
fare between the seed of the woman and the seed 
of the serpent. 2. in the end one from out of 
humanity, the seed of the woman, shall forever 
crush out sin and evil and restore man to his 
rightful place. And 3. but in the process the evil 


seed shall bruise the seed of the woman. All the 
rest of the Bible is but the outworking and un- 
folding of this threefold fact. 


For our purpose we can only point briefly to 
one line of the three as it is unfolded in the Bible 
—the line of the seed of the woman. 


The Pentateuch presents the historical and doc- 
trinal foundation for the coming of the seed of 
the woman. The historical books present the his- 
torical preparation for the coming of the seed of 
the woman. The poetic books present the aspiration | 
of Israel for the coming of the seed of the woman. 
And the prophetic books preserve for us the expec- 
tation of the coming of the seed of the woman 
and his ultimate victory. 

In the fullness of time God sent forth His Son, 
born of woman, to be the long promised seed of 
the woman. In the Gospels we have a fourfold 
portrait of the seed in His manifestation in time. 
The Acts record for us the first propagation of 
the message by which the Gospel of the seed of 
the woman has been carried to the ends of the 
earth. In the epistles we have the explanation of 
how we may realize Christ the seed of the woman 
and possess all that He has purchased for us. 
And in the Revelation we behold the consummation 
of it all, that day when all “the kingdom of this 


earth shall become the kingdom of our Lord and 


his Christ, and he shall reign forever and for- 


-ever.”? In that day God shall have fully restored 


man to his rightful place through the seed of the 
woman. 

As we follow this progressively unfolding 
revelation of God’s one eternal plan and purpose 
in Christ we realize that the first Gospel message, 
and all its resultant development, was guaranteed 
by an eternal covenant of grace between God the 
Father and God the Son. In this covenant God 
the Father promised God the Son that because of 
the guilt-removing, life-giving merit of the death 
of the Son on the cross as the Lamb slain from 
the foundation of the world, He would save by 
grace, through faith, all that come unto God by 
the Son. From the very beginning God has dealt 
with all men in grace, and in grace alone. Every 
dispensation is only a means of further unfolding 
God’s matchless grace. And regardless of the day 
and age every soul that is saved is saved by grace 
alone. All those men who were saved in Old Testa- 
ment days were saved by grace through a fajth 
expressed in bringing the sacrifices that pointed 
to the coming seed of the woman who was to be 
bruised; and every soul that has been saved in 
New Testament times has been saved by grace 
through a faith expressed by looking back to 
Calvary through means of the Word of God and 
receiving the seed of the woman who died there 
for the sins of the world. | 

It was this clear truth of the Scriptures that led 
the Westminster divines to say, “There are not, 
therefore, two covenants of grace differing in sub- 
stance, but one and the same under various 
dispensations.” This one covenant “was admin- 
istered differently under the law and in the time 
of the gospel.” (Ch. VII: vi, v.)) A dispensation 
is a mode of administering the one covenant of 
grace. Under the law the one covenant was ad- 
ministered by the law, the promise, the sacrifices, 
and circumcision. Under the gospel the same 
covenant is administered by preaching the Word, 
baptizing, and celebrating the Lord’s Supper. As 
J. Edwards has said,” the various dispensations or 
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works are parts of one scheme, one design that is 
formed to which all the offices of Christ do tend, 
and in which all the persons of the Trinity do 
conspire and the various dispensations are united, 
as several wheels of one machine.”’ 


Often we hear those who tell us that Calvin, 
Zwengli, and other of the Reformers never used 
the idea of two aspects of one covenant, and 
that they were dispensationalists in the modern 
sense. Yet if we read what they had to say on 
the subject we will find that the word dispensation 
did not mean to them at all what it has come 
to mean in modern times. Zwingli excluded the 
modern idea when he said, “‘Abraham participated 
in the one eternal covenant, for he saw His day 


and rejoiced.”’ And Calvin devotes chapter X | 


of Book II of the Institutes to showing how the New 
Covenant is but the further unfolding of the Old, 
and in the next chapter (XI of Book II) he dis- 
cusses the difference between the two testaments, 
showing that this difference is not in the substance 
of the one covenant of grace but in the mode of 
administering it, that is, in the dispensation. 
The Dispensations 

It is one thing to have God’s provision of saving 
grace available, but it is another thing for a 
person to be convinced that he needs that grace. 
And until men are so convinced they will not lay 
hold of that saving grace in Christ. So through the 
centuries of Old Testament God gave to men 
certain dispensations. These dispensations were 
revelations of principles, that, when rightly used, 
would convince men of their need of a Savior and 
point them to the Lamb of God. These dis- 
pensations were given by God at different times, 
but they were all given for the same purpose 
and they have never been taken back nor with- 
drawn by the mere closing of some period of time. 


The truth that we have in mind can be brought 
out in several different ways, but for the sake 
of showing the difference between scriptural 
dispensations and what we feel to be unscriptural 
dispensations we will run through the most popular 
dispensational divisions system and show what we 
mean. 


Conscience 


As a means of leading our first parents astray 
Satan by means of the serpent told a half truth. 
He lied when he told them that they would not die 
if they disobeyed and he lied when he told them 
that God said they would die because He was 
afraid they would grow up and know as much as 
He did; but he told the truth when he said that 
God knew that “in the day ye eat thereof, then 
your eyes shall be opened, and ye shall be as 
gods, knowing good and evil. (Gen. 3:4-5) Our 
first parents believed Satan and ate of the for- 
bidden fruit. When they did they found that Satan 
was right about their eyes being opened, but they 
did not have the power to do the good nor the 
power to avoid the evil. Thus their conscience be- 
came a burden to them because it continually 
called them upward to heights they could not reach 
and continually accused them of evil they could 
not avoid. This conscience accused them before 
God and justified God’s verdict of condemnation 
against them. 


By the fall man’s conscience became an accus- 
ing conscience, but God did not intend that man 
should merely follow his conscience and be saved. 


God used the conscience of fallen man to convict 
him of sin and drive him in faith to Abel’s lamb 
that God had provided for the cleansing of sin. 
Man had this conscience to guide him in the 
days from Adam to Noah, but conscience ‘did not 
end with the days of Noah. Ever since that day, 
and down to this very hour an enlightened and 
burdened conscience has been used of the Spirit 


of God to drive men to Christ for salvation and 


cleansing. We Christians are warned to keep our 
consciences “‘void of offense toward God” (Acts 
24:15). We are told in the New Testament that 
when our consciences are void of offence we shall 
have confidence before God. (1 Jno. 3:20) But 
all of us know that our consciences never ceased 
condemning us and we never had confidence until 
our “hearts were sprinkled from an evil con- 
science” in the blood of the Lamb. (Heb. 10:22). 


Human Government 

After the flood God taught Noah the sacredness 
of human life and ordained that society of men 
organized for common life together had the right 
to govern in such a way that the sacred rights 
of life would be protected. (Gen. 9:1-6). This right 
of society to protect the rights of all, even to 
the point of taking life from one who has forfeited 
the right to live with others, was conferred upon 
man in the time of Noah, but it continues down 
till this very day. Human government is _ the 
established order that declares there is a moral 
sovereign in the universe who stands for law and 
order. That fact in itself is a means of reminding 
men that they can not sin and beat the rap before 
the court of heaven—there must be one who bears 
their penalty or they must bear it themselves. And 
we Christians are exhorted to “be subject to the 
higher powers . . . the powers that be are ordained 
of God.” (Rom. 13:1). 

Again we note that human government was 
never given as a means of testing man concerning 


his salvation. It was given to order and control the 


life of men living together on the earth. But by 
the very nature and authority of this government 
it can be, when rightly administered and by object 
lesson when wrongly, a means used. by the Spirit 
of God to convict men of rebellion against the 
Lord of heaven and to convince them of their 


need of a Savior. 
Promise 


Moving down the centuries of time we come to 
that day when God in His sovereign grace spoke 
to a son of a worshipper of the moon god and 
made an unconditional promise to him. (Gen. 
12:1-3). That promise guaranteed to Abraham 
that through him and his seed all the families of 
the earth would be blessed. That promise is still 
in operation today, for those who believe on the 
Lord Jesus Christ today become children of Abra- 
ham by faith and heirs of the promise. (Rom. 
4 and Gal. 3:1-9) But the promise was never at 
any time intended to be a means of salvation or 
a rule of life. | 

Law 


Too many people today make the same mistake 
about the law that the Jew made. God in grace 
came to give the law to the Jews, and that law 
was given in three parts: i 

1. The  Commandments—expressing God's 


righteous demands of His people. (Ex. 20:1-26). 
2. The Judgments—expressing God’s social de- 

mands for His people Ex. 21:1-24:11. 
38. The Ordinances—expressing God’s gracious 
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provision for Israel’s religious life. Ex. 24:12— 
31.18. 


The heart of these religious ordinances was the 
Tabernacle that spoke in every detail of Christ and 
e. God never put Israel under the law 
principle of keeping the law as a means of sal- 
yation. Edward Boehl has clearly shown the nature 
of the whole system and the relation of the 
ordinances to the commandments. He says, ‘‘Who- 


ever is justified by faith keeps the first com-. 


mandment; he indeed knows no other command- 
ment. God is their God, who led them out of Egypt 
(redeemed them) and they are His people. Under 
this shining constellation all the children of Israel 
were born. It was a covenant of grace made with 
them in the wilderness even before the giving of 
the law which made them a kingdom of priests 
and a holy nation. (Ex. 19:6). What they had be- 
come and the grace which had, at the beginning, 
poured out for them its horn of plenty, beamed 
upon them in the night under the sign of the 
propitiating blood of the paschal Lamb.” (From 
The Reformed Doctrine of Justification.) But 
Israel became so intent on doing all the things 
mentioned in the code that she forget thé very 
heart of the code—the gracious provision for for- 
giveness from the death-deserving guilt of a 


broken law. 


If God did not intend for Israel to keep the 
law as means of salvation or as a rule of life for 
pleasing Him, why then did He give it? Paul 
tells us that His purpose was twofold: (1) by 
means of the law the Jew came, and we come, to 
a full knowledge of: sin and its consequences. 
(Rom. 3:20-21; (2) the law is a school master 
that takes us by the heart and leads us to Christ 
for salvation. (Gal. 3:24). When we face the law 
we see the exceeding sinfulness of our sin against 
a Holy God and turn in faith to lay hold of the 
sufficient provision of our ever gracious God. 


And what of the Christian’s attitude toward the 
law, for Paul teaches us that we are dead to and 
discharged from the law? (Rom. 6:14). Paul also 
reminded us that he did not set aside the law, 
but that his Gospel fulfilled the law and that 
there is a lawful use of the law for the Christian. 
(Rom. 3:31; 1 Tim. 1:8). A further examination 


_ of Paul shows that he also felt that the Christian’s 


rule of life was not a set of rules and regulations 
to be followed, but that it was the mind of the 


Spirit impressed upon the heart of the believer. 


But where is the mind of the Spirit? It is not in 


our petty do and don’t. It is revealed in the 


Word of God and the law is a part of that word. 


For the Saint the law brings a full knowledge of 


the mind of the Spirit concerning sin and righteous- 
hess, and the saint turns to the Spirit in yielded- 
ness to find the power to live out day by day 
that kind of righteousness that is pleasing to the 
Spirit. And when failure comes the Spirit leads us 


by the Word and the law to search our hearts and — 


find the unclean thing and turn to Christ in con- 
fession for His promised cleansing. The law leads 
the sinner to Christ for salvation and the Saint 
to the Spirit for sanctification. 


The law come by Moses, but it never came as a 
means of salvation. It came to better unfold the 
grace of God, and in doing this it brought a full 
knowledge of sin to the sinner and pointed him 
to Christ for salvation. And it continues its ministry 
in the saint by bringing to light displeasing sin 


and by driving to the Spirit for power and Christ- 


likeness. Today the law still performs this func- 
tion. 


Grace 


“The law was given by Moses, but grace and 


truth came by Jesus Christ; and we are saved by 


grace, through faith, not of works lest any man 
should boast.” (Jno. 1:17 and Eph. 2:8). But 
this does not mean that grace was something en- 
tirely new, nor does it mean that all the past 
was done away and no longer of any binding 
value. It means that the coming of Christ in grace 
was the fulfillment for which the law was a re- 
liable preparation. Now that Christ has come the 
body is no longer being made up of those who 
look forward to His coming, but it is being made 
up of those who look back to His coming and 
believe on His name. (Jno. 1:12). 


But how and why does anybody believe on Jesus 
Christ who died centuries ago? A man believes on 
Jesus Christ because of the work of the Holy 
Spirit of the living God, and the Scriptures teach | 
us very clearly about this work of the Holy Spirit - 
in bringing full salvation to a man. He constrains 
all men coming into the world from sin (2 Thess. 
2:6-8). He convicts men of sin when they receive 
not Christ. (Jno. 16:8-11). He convinces men that 
Christ is true and converts them to Him. (Jno. 
16:8-11; Jno. 3:6). Having converted men to 
Christ He regenerates (Jno. 3:6)), baptizes (1 
Cor. 12:13), seals (Eph. 4:30), indwells (1 Cor. 
6:19-20), and day by day seeks to fill them for 
service. (Eph. 5:18).-And by day the Spirit strives 
with men (Gal. 5:16) and will continue to work 
.—" until He consummates His work (Phil. 
1:6). | 

The primary instrument that the Spirit uses in 
this work is the Word of God, but in using thé © 
Word of God He works with every dispensation 
(principle, revelation) that God has given. With 
the Spirit in action through the Word of God He 
moves upon us through conscience, government, 
promise, law, and grace—but all to the one pur- 
pose of bringing us to faith in and yieldedness to 
Christ Jesus who has brought us salvation by grace. 

Therefore we conclude that any one who thinks 
of a dispensation as a period of time in which God 


is making some temporary testing of man concern- 


ing his salvation has departed from the scriptural 
idea of a dispensation. While we feel certain that 
one who thinks of a dispensation as a principle 
that God has revealed in the progressive unfolding 
of His one plan and purpose, and which, when 
properly used, leads to Christ for salvation or 
sanctification, is moving along the Scriptural idea 
of dispensations. 


*Chattanooga, Tenn. 


HER ONE JEWEL 
Hudson Taylor tells us that after a great mis- 
sionary meeting at Cardiff he received a letter 
from a widow, who said: “I could not put into 
your hand yesterday any money or jewels, for my 
husband is dead and we have hard shifts to live. 
But I have one jewel—my daughter. She has long — 
wanted to go. I could not let her go from my 
care, but last night I gave my alabaster box of 
very precious ointment to Christ; and if you will | 
0 to her going out now, I will be glad to send 
er. 
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Our Washington Lobby 


By C. C. Dickinson 

At long last the March 1943 Bulletin of the 
Federal Council of Churches carried an editorial 
in which it denied that the Federal Council is one 
of the 29 “constituent organizations’ of the 
National Committee to Abolish the Poll Tax as 
indicated by a full-page advertisement in the 
Washington Post of November 23, 1942, signed by 
the last named anti-poll tax organization. The 
editorial further states that it is contrary to the 
Federal Council’s policy to become a “constituent 
organization”’ in such agencies. As to just why the 
Federal Council should have waited four months 
to deny the authority for the use of its name in 
connection with this political advertisement is not 
indicated. 


On the other hand, the Executive Vice-Chair-_ 


man, Durr, of the National Committee to Abolish 
the Poll Aax advises that “we do not understand 
how Dr. Cavert (General Secretary of the Federal 
Council) can say that the Federal Council of 
Churches has taken no action in regard to this 
controversial issue when we have received support 
from the Social Department through Mr. Myers, 
(Secretary, Social Service, Federal Council of 
Churches, Washington, D. C.), Miss Gardner and 
Mr. Landis. I have a letter before me circulating 
a letter to various clergymen asking them to back 
the fight to abolish the poll tax in which he says 
Mr. Myers has helped him-in obtaining a list and 
has also contributed some funds.’’ The explantion 
of Federal Council’s Secretary Cavert to this state- 
ment is that if there was or is any connection 
between Secretary Myers and other representa- 
tives of the Federal Council with the officers of 
the Poll Tax organization that it is without the 
authority of the Federal Council. 

This is about the explanation we expected to 
receive when we wrote the article which appeared 
in the December issue of the Journal. Many of us 
remember a similar denial by the Federal Council 
of its connection with the publication of an in- 
famous sex pamphlet by a former Secretary of 
Social Service of the Federal Council while on its 
payroll. It would seem that the Federal Council 
employs leftish, impractical, idealists to look after 
its political, social and economic affairs in Wash- 
ington who in turn affiliate and cooperate with 
the Washington heads of the many radical organi- 
zations found there in an effort to effect such 
reforms as these fellow travelers may be able, 
individually or collectively, to think or dream of. 
This roving Washington ambassador of ours 
appears to be a very active member of this group 
and probably fairly represents the real powers be- 
hind the throne of the Federal Council. If he is 


successful in his political and other adventures, he . 


merits the acclaim of those responsible for main- 
taining his office but when caught ‘“red-handed,”’’ 
his actions are repudiated by the Federal Council 
and its members are told they cannot be respon- 
sible for his personal views or actions. As we 
see it, the only way the Federal Council can correct 
this unfortunate situation is to close the doors 
of its extrachurch Washington office. 

Those members of the Southern Presbyterian 
Church unfamiliar with the practice of their 
Washington lobby would naturally expect some let 


up in its political activities while such was under- - 


going the investigation by Secretary Cavert that 
resulted in the editorial earlier quoted in part. 
However, the ardor of the irrepressible Mr. Myers 


remained undampened. Even while the correspon- 


dence with his superior officers with regard to his 
political activities: was going on this redoubtable 
gentleman was storming the bastions of Man Power, 
Commissioner McNutt. We quote in part from an 
article by staff writer Cole of the ultra liberg] 
New York daily P. M. : 


“A delegation of 40 leaders of church, labor 
and liberal organizations was turned away by Man 
Power Commissioner McNutt yesterday when they 
came to protest his order postponing hearing into 
charges of racial discrimination on Southern rail- 
roads. 

The spokesmen were to have been picked from 
these five: Rev. James Myers, industrial secretary 
of the Federal Council of Churches; George Kk. 
Hunton, secretary of the Catholic Inter-Racia] 


Council; Rabbi Abraham Shusterman, A. Philip 


Randolph, chairman of the Provisional Committee 
to Organize Colored Locomotive Fireman and 
Walter White, secretary of the National Associa- 
tion for the Advancement of Colored People. 


One of the leaders, Rev. James Myers, Indus- 
trial Secretary of the Federal Council of Churches, 
later issued a statement, publicly deploring as 
‘most regrettable’ McNutt’s action in postponing 
indefinitely hearings which had been scheduled by 
the FEPC on discrimination against negroes work- 
ing as firemen and on other jobs on Southern rail- 
roads. Myers contended that the incident raises 
‘the whole question of the status and future use- 
fulness of the FEPC, which, has been like a beacon 
of hope in a heretofore dark picture of race dis- 
crimination and lack of democracy in employment 
practices in many industries.’ ”’ 


We are not advised of the names of the twenty- 
three other organizations. We suspect this list in- 
cludes many of those with which our Washington 
representative was associated in the anti-poll tax 
campaign. The members of the Southern Presby- 
terian Church are entitled to know the associates 
of its Washington representative in this effort to 


settle a labor controversy. 


Again we know nothing whatever about the 
merits or demerits of this controversy. We under- 
stand, however, that much bitterness on both sides 
has been engendered and we suspect that many of 
the southern white trainmen involved and their 
families are good members of the Southern Pres- 
byterian Church and will resent this interference 
in their affairs by a representative of their church; 
however, we are much interested in knowing if 
this action of our Washington representative was 
authorized by the Executive Committee of the 
Federal Council including the representatives of 
the Southern Presbyterian Church on that commit- 
tee and if it meets with the approval of a great 


majority of the members of our church. 


If our church is to continue its relationships 
with the Federal Council of Churches and if our 
members are to continue to furnish a part of the 
money for the support of this Washington lobby 
we feel that there should be a full and unlimited 
discussion of its activities on the floor of our Gen- 
eral Assembly in order that our representatives 
to the Federal Council may know the views of 
their constituents and thereby be able to properly 
represent its membership. We should very much 
dislike to see the time and thought of our General 


_ Assembly taken up with these extrachurch matters 


but we know of no other way in which it can 
maintain the time honored democratic processes 
of our church. 
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Woman’s Work 


Edited By Mrs. R. T. Faucette 
June Auxiliary Meeting 


The aim for this month is that Synods and Pres- 
bytery’s Home Missions will be presented in every 
Auxiliary. 


The purpose is to make our women conscious 
that thousands in all of our Synods are living | 


and dying without Christ. 

The result (we pray) will be the sacrificial giving 
of ourselves in teaching the Word and witnessing 
to Christ through our daily lives. 


There are some startling facts facing us. May 


we consider them prayerfully this month. 

The majority of the population in our Southland 
make no claims of being Christians and this con- 
dition is not confined to any one area. There is an 
urgent need that the followers of Christ will 
realize that today there is an opportunity for 
everyone to do some work in the Master’s vineyard. 

The Rural sections are in great need of Chris- 
tian leadership and most of us are close enough to 
volunteer. What if it does mean real sacrifice? 
The situation calls for this. We have heard recently 
of the dying of several country Churches because 
of the lack of leadership, yet these Churches were 
within reach of large town congregations. 


There is the small Home Mission Church in the 


cities whose membership needs the prayerful in- 
terest of those who belong to more thriving 
Churches. It is sometime difficult to even get a 
speaker from the large Auxiliaries to go out to 
these smaller ones. We have noticed that there are 
often strong women living closer to these Churches 
than they do to the large Church in which they 
have their membership -Here is an opportunity for 
a real service in helping to build up the Church 
for the honor and glory of God. 

~The Negro for whom we are doing so little has 
been. our challenge for so long. We are thankful 
for our Synodical conferences for Negro women 
and for those centers in Louisville, Richmond, At- 
lanta and New Orleans and for several others 


which are ministering to these people, but what — 


of the opportunity that is yours and mine? The 
thing we want to be certain of is this,—are we 
meeting it? 

Then there are the defense areas which have 
7 a greater responsibility than we have had 
efore. 

The task is so large that unless we are very 
prayerful we will become confused and individually 
do nothing about the opportunity nearest at 
hand. This month’s program asks us not to be so 
tempted but instead to learn the conditions around 
us and purpose in our hearts to meet our part 
of the responsibility. 

There are some suggestions which, if followed, 
is lead us into the place where we can serve 
est. 

1. Read the Home Missions report as given by 
your Synod’s and Presbytery’s chairman. This is 
"ababtses If you haven’t it, ask your pastor for 

2. “Read the leaflet “The new Challenge of 
Synod’s and Presbytery’s Home Missions” by Dr. 
Claude Pritchard. (Order this from the Home 
Mission Committee in Atlanta). 

3. Read all that is written in the Survey con- 


cerning the urgency of Home Missions. 
4. Get acquainted with your Presbytery’s Home — 


Missionaries. 
5. Pray! 


6. Stand ready to answer a call. 

There are many avenues that are opening up 
before us. Some of our women are: 

1. Teaching the Bible in the public schools 
(where this is volunteer work). 

2. Helping with the expense of such teaching 
when it is not volunteer work. 3 

3. Establishing Outpost Sunday Schools. 

4. Having a class in Child Evangelism in their 


own neighborhood. 


5. Helping in the Chapel work and new Churches 


are being organized. 


6. Visiting the newcomers with the purpose of 
bringing them into the Church. | 

If we will seriously consider these opportunities 
and will go to our pastor and offer ourselves for 
service, may God give us the great joy of being 


used for His glory. 


WINGS FOR THE SOUL 
Discouragement And Faith 
By W. G. Ketcheson 


DiscoOURAGEMENT says: 


“T cannot do it.” 
“There is no use trying.” 


“Others have tried and fail- 
ed.” 


“We have tried and failed 
like others.” 


“The people are too hard to 
reach.” 


“The people have no _ con- 
viction.” 


“Competition is too strong.” 


“The expenses will be _ too 
great.” 


“Tt is getting worse all the 
time.” 


“We must live in defeat and 
die in despair.” 


says: 


“T can do all things through 
Christ which strengtheneth 
me.”’ 


“My God shall supply all 
your needs, according to 
his riches in glory.” 


“This is the victory that over- 
cometh the world, even 
our faith.” 


“Leaving the things which 
are behind, I press toward 
the mark.” 


“He that goeth forth weep- 
ing, bearing precious seed, | 
shall doubtless come again 
rejoicing,. bringing his 
sheaves with him.” | 


“When Zion travaileth, she 
shall bring forth children.” 


“The gates of hell shall not 
prevail against thee.” 


“The earth is the Lord’s, and 
the fullness thereof.” 


“The path of the just is as a | 
shining light, which 
shineth more and. more 
unto the perfect day.” 


“Let us go up at once and 
possess it, for we are 
able.” 
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Review By Rev. Roy E. Grace, Th.M. 
Upper Darby, Pa., Of 


“We Are Not Divided” 
By John A. Hutchison 


A Critical And Historical Study Of The 
Federal Council Of The Churches 
Of Christ In America 


Using a phrase from “Onward Christian Sol- 
diers” as the title of his book, John A. Hutchison 
has written a friendly study of the Federal Coun- 
cil of Churches as his thesis for the degree of 
Ph.D. from Columbia University. He has made 
careful study of the organization and history of 
the Council but most important is his treatment 
of its underlying philosophy. The study is factual, 
thoroughly documented, and it has the commen- 
dation of Dr. Samuel McCrea Cavert and Dr. 
Charles S. MacFarland. It is not authoritative but 
it is very fair in its treatment and the author 
tells the story of the council as clearly and as 
sympathetically as he can. He is in general accord 
with the prevailing theological views of the Coun- 
cil. It is well to keep these things in mind as we 
consider his treatment of this organization—not 
an enemy has said these things but a friend. 


The Genesis Of The Council 


The immediate forerunner of the Council was 
the Evangelical Alliance founded in London in 
1846 as a “confederation on the basis of great 
evangelical principles,” and it had a creedal state- 
ment of nine points taking in the essential evan- 
gelical doctrines. Hutchison comments, “this state- 
ment... in the course of time, proved for the 
American branch to be a strait-jacket’”’ (p. 15). 
The general tone of the doctrine of the Evan- 
gelical Alliance was “a theological orthodoxy con- 
sisting of a tamed and modified Calvinism with. 
accretions of revivalism.” But this was “more 
and more hampering in an age which was be- 
coming increasingly anti-theological” (p. 20). Bush- 
nell’s teaching about “Christian Nurture” was 
being felt against revivalism, i.e., you can make 
a Christian by heredity, education and environ- 
ment as well as by conversion and the new birth. 

The last two decades of the nineteenth century 
saw the rise of many inter-church movements 
and from some of these the Federal Council 
took shape. Says the author, “It is not too 
much to say that the Federal Council was born 
of this marriage between the idea of social service 
and the idea of inter-denominational cooperation” 
(p. 25). The purpose was to cooperate “in com- 
mon tasks despite theological and ecclesiastical 
differences.” A moratorium was called on theo- 
logy, at least, on the historic, conservative 
theology of Protestantism but the theology of 
Modernism has never suffered from a moratorium. 
“Beyond the most obvious ideas of God, the Bible, 
and Christ, theological inquiry did not extend. 
The federationists had other fish to fry (p. 29). 

The account of the organization of the Coun- 
cil in 1905 is very interesting. They had a con- 
servative Presbyterian and 92 liberal Congre- 
gationalist working together on the program. A 
contemporary said the meeting “went like clock- 
work.”’ A clock does not work properly unless it 
is well oiled and the Council is still quite skilled 
at this. At the latest meeting of the Council in 
Cleveland Bishop Tucker of the Episcopal Church 


was “elected’”’ president. The quite liberal Chris. 
tian Century in an editorial on Dec. 16, 1949 
told a news release from the Council offices re. 
ceived by them on Dec. 4th announcing’ that 


_ Bishop Tucker was the new president. Since he 


was not officially ‘‘elected” until one week later 
the machinery must have been in good working 
order for them to make such a prediction. The 
Century termed this present instance of “rail. 
roading,” an “inside New York job.” The ob.- 
jection was not made to the man chosen but 
to the method used. 


Council Theology Is Modernism 


It is popular to decry doctrine and theology 
but every man has a creed and every ostensibly 
Christian body must have one. It is not true to 
say that the Federal Council has no creed. {It 
has not authoritatively promulgated one but the 
principles on which it acts—its basic assumptions 
—are its creed, and Hutchison has shown that 
the Council has a definite body of beliefs which 
guide its actions. 


At first the evangelical note was sounded and 
even to -this day the Unitarian denomination is 
excluded, although the irony is that there are 
some in evangelical denominations who hold a 
Unitarian view of the person of Christ who are 
not excluded because they do not belong to the 
Unitarian Church. (Which position is more in- 
tellectually honest?—to be an open Unitarian, if 
such is one’s conviction, or to be a Modernist but 
a minister of an evangelical church?) ; 

Many sound men were heard on the Council 
platforms in the early days including J. Wilbur 
Chapman, but there was a toning down of the 
truths of the Gospel even then. The author says, 
“one looks in vain for any recognition of the 
deeper tensions in human nature or in human 
society.” “Of man’s potential divinity much was 
said; on such themes as sin, finitude, and mor- 
tality there was little but silence’ (p. 43). The 
ideal society was to be built, according to one 
speaker, by the “removal of ignorance,’ by “better 
character,” and “the improvement of human 
nature” (p. 44). aes 
_ We are at pains to explain this point because 
it is of the utmost importance. It is the custom 


of some to smile indulgently at charges of Mod- 


ernism, but the author is quite aware of the 
significance of the doctrinal emphasis for he 
says, “‘these basic religious ideas have an intimate 
relation to the Council’s practical program of 
action” (p. 44). The view of humanity and re- 
demption given above is what is known in history 
as “Pelagianism”’ and any one holding it is 
logically tied up to a program such as the Fed- 
eral Council’s. If one believes the truths of sin, 
redemption, and regeneration set forth in the 
great Protestant creeds he will have an entirely 
different approach to life’s problems. 


_ Chapter IV is entitled “Winds of Doctrine” and 
is full of information on the doctrinal question. 
It deals with the Council during the 1920’s when 
theological controversy was agitating the churches. 
The debate did not disturb the Federal Council 
very much because “the nature of the Council’s 
program has led most extreme fundamentalists to 
shun it altogether” (p. 79). Those sound groups 
who were in the Council had to call a moratorium 
on theology (evangelical theology) but they have 
to work with the Council on the basis of its 
liberal theology which it continually expounds 
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and on which there has never been a moratorium. 


A recent instance of the Council’s liberal 
theological bias is a letter from Dr. Walter W. 


Van Kirk, Secretary of the Department of Inter- 


national Justice and Goodwill, covering a pamphlet 
by Mrs. Pearl S. Buck, entitled, ‘‘Can The Church 
Lead?” and based on the premises of the uni- 
versal Fatherhood of God and the_ universal 
Brotherhood of man. Dr. Van Kirk is exceedingly 
careful to say that it does not have the approval 
of either the Council or the particular depart- 
ment of which he is head, but it is commended 
to us in order to quicken the conscience of the 


Church. Mrs. Buck is reported to have said that | 


it was not important to her whether Jesus ever 
lived or died. If the Council has no creed is it 
not strange that the literature it commends all 
has one kind of creed—Modernism? 


One reason why the underlying Modernism has 
not always been recognized is because there has 
been a deliberate ‘‘effort to clothe the new ideas 
in traditional language and terms” (p. 85). No 
wonder the innocent {Little Red Riding Hood’s” 
of the evangelical chu} 
There has been an integ@pto deceive. Evangelical 
terms were given a newscontent, e.g., “Sin” be- 
came merely “greed” (¥8G). Even Mrs. Eddy, 
who also used the old Wpzmie with strange new 
meanings, added to “Science and 
Health” so that the readeggittght have some clue, 
but the Council has noch glossary. 

The author has some derogatory things to 
say about revivals, for’ instance, “‘evangelism in 
the history of American Christianity has been 
something of a wild beast ...’’ We know what 


blessing came to our country through the minis- 


trations of Tennent, Edwards, Whitfield, Finney, 


Moody and others, and we know that they preach-— 


ed a supernatural Gospel quite different from the 
message sounded out by the radio preachers of 
the Council. But, strangely enough, while the re- 
vival method is wrong in saving men’s souls, the 
author approves “the effort of the Social Gospel 
leaders to use the categories and methods of re- 
vivalism to press the social claims of religion” 
(p. 273). We need to remind ourselves continually 
that a friend of the Council has said these things 
and that officers of that body have commended 
the book. 3 

In lieu of the old revivals the Couacil has 
promoted preaching missions of which “Time’”’ has 
this to say: ‘“Protestantism’s most ambitious 
venture in mass evangelism was weighed and 


found wanting last week in most of the 22 cities — 


visited by this winter’s National Christian Mission’’ 
(p. 285). 

Implicit Theology 
_. This is in contrast to the explicit statements 
In the Federal Council’s charter; it is not em- 
bodied in official statements but it is the under- 


lying basis. Opponents of the Council have long 


contended that there was such a theology. Now 


we have it admitted and expounded. It makes © 


much of “human progress and goodness’—“‘the 
doctrines of sin and depravity have been played 
down” (p. 301). It believes in “the essential 
divinity of man” (p. 303). There is no mention 
of anything like the substitutionary atonement 
of Christ or the supernatural work of regenera- 
tion. Spokesmen for the Council have been much 
more circumspect in recent years than formerly 
but we attribute this to caution rather than to 


any real change of view. In former years leaders | 
made very radical statements in the field of 
theology but criticism of the Council has taught 
them to play safe. 


Is it not strange that as a man becomes a 
liberal (so called) he tolerates all sorts of vagaries 
but that he is intolerant of only one teaching, 
namely, the Gospel of salvation by the blood of 
Christ? Paul in 2 Timothy 4:3 declares “the time 
will come when they will not endure (Weymouth 
reads ‘tolerate’) sound doctrine.” Toleration is 
only extended to false teaching. It would be re- 
freshing to hear the Gospel of the grace of God © 
sounded forth from a Federal Council broadcast 
or promulgated in some of its literature. Why 
not, if it is truly representative? Where does 
evangelical Christianity get a chance to speak 
through it? Members of the reviewer’s congre- . 
gation have told him of radio programs by Fed- 
eral Council preachers in which the very name 
of our Lord was not once mentioned. At the 
Cleveland meetings, the Council had a_ Bishop 
of one of the Eastern Orthodox Churches lead 
the body in a liturgical prayer invoking the Vir- 
gin Mary and the saints and praying for the 
dead. The prayers were printed so that no one 
could say he could not understand what was going 
on. I wonder what John Knox would have said to — 


the Council about that matter? But of course 


Knox is dead and in the name of cooperation we 
can afford to throw away the heritage for which 


our forbears suffered and even died. Perhaps 


the Protestant worthies were wrong about the | 
evils of these very practices and we ought to 
repudiate their narrowness. But what if, tested 
by the standards of the Word of God, those men 
were right? Tragically, prominent Presbyterian, 
and doubtless United Presbyterian, ministers par- 
ticipated in the worship service where the Virgin . 
and the saints were invoked, and their conduct 
has been defended in the Church when it became 


known. Surely our tolerance knows no limits. 


The Embodiment Of Social Gospel 


The term “Social Gospel” is rather difficult to 
define. With some it is simply a protest against 
the assumed injustices of the present economic 
order. With the Federal Council it is very much 
more. On the basis of the “implicit theology’”’ pre- 
viously described they have formulated a “Social 
Creed” which attempts to deal with every social 
and economic problem. One is impressed in read- 
ing the pronouncements with how much emphasis 
is placed on environment as a spiritual force. As 
one great expositor said: “The doctrine of en- 
vironment received its death blow in the Garden 
of Eden.” But it still has a large place in the 
Council’s planning. The reviewer recently talked > 
with a young Quaker student who was doing slum 
improvement work, part of which included wash- 
ing down the alleys of the slum neighborhoods in 
Philadelphia. He honestly thought: it was good 
humanitarian service but he said he was disap- 
pointed because sometimes they would return 
to a court only two weeks after they had cleaned 
it up and find it just as dirty as it was before. 
We had an opportunity to talk to him about hu-. 
man nature on the basis of the third chapter of 
John and showed him that the external reflects 
the inner state of men and not vice versa. There 
are slum minds, and cleaning an alley in which 
they live will not solve their problems; they 
need to be born again. This seemed to be a new 
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idea to the student’s mind and we hope it will 
bear some fruit. 


Not all of the social planning of the Council 
is as innocuous as the washing down of alleys. In 
their “Social Creed’ of 1932 they enumerate 
“Social planning and control of the credit and 
monetary systems and economic processes for the 
common good” (p. 104). We also read of the 
condemnation of “the so-called ‘individual con- 
tract’ as an ‘unjustifiable perversion’ of elementary 
rights’.”’ They propose in the final stage of “‘in- 
dustrial democracy,” “the government might as- 
sume and exercise the powers of ownership, con- 
trol and management for the common godd”’ (p. 
120). It has this to say about competition: “the 
principle of competition appears to be nothing 
more than a partly conventionalized embodiment 
of primeval selfishness . . . the supremacy of the 
motive of self-interest” (p. 121). If these state- 
ments are true how many of our Lord’s parables 
need to be re-written, because they use the right 
and duty of the individual to work and contract 
as the basis of teaching spiritual truth. | 


The author recognizes that many of the ob- 
jectives of the Council have “received at least a 
partial embodiment in the New Deal” (p. 121)). 
But he adds that recently the Council has been 
more careful about some of its statements since 
the New Deal has aroused “a highly articulate 
and militant opposition . . . drawn in part at least 
from the ranks of the church” (p. 122). In other 
words, the Council has not been speaking for a 
united Protestantism but for a smaller group of 
social planners. | 

We are not flinging epithets at the Council but 
we ask, what is the name of that economic theory 
which stresses the complete unionization of labor, 
the elimination of the profit motive, the social 
or governmental control of industry and financé? 
Is it not “Socialism’’? Is not its logical culmi- 
nation—in these days it is hardly nice to use the 
word—“‘Communism”? The reader must judge not 
by the names used but by the plain statements 
of their social objectives. | 


The Weakening Of American Defense _ 

Before World War I the Federal Council busied 
itself in peace schemes and even advocated a 
peace strike of workers (p. 123). Men thought 
that war could not come. Hutchison correctly 
roots this view of the situation in their basic 
philosophy: ‘‘perhaps the taproot of this optimism 
was a belief in the appeal to reason, in the in- 
herent rationality of human nature. If men can 
only see and learn the good, then they will do 
it.” Alas, the malady affecting the human race 
is something needing more than reasoning. 


In spite of pronounced pacifist sentiment be- 
fore the war, the Council jumped on the band 
wagon and seemed to have no trouble in justifying 
the conflict. Their liberal theology sanctified the 
war in a “neat way” (p. 183). Liberalism can 
blow hot or cold! In the period between World 
War I and II the Council went entirely over to 
the side of pacifism and disarmament. The League 
of nations was ‘‘the supreme hope of the future’”’ 
(p. 195). 

They campaigned in 1924 against the Japanese 
Exclusion Act and spoke of ‘fa deep wound in- 
flicted on Japanese feelings of good will and 
admiration of America” (p. 201). (The Council’s 
doctrine of good-will and progress never thought 
that a Pearl Harbor was possible, although mis- 


sionaries from the Near East repeatedly warned 


us what to expect. As it stands today we are com- 
pelled to intern all Japanese, American citizens 
or not, to protect our west coast against sabotage), 

Disarmament was the pet theme of the 1920's 
(p. 204). In 1928 the Federal Council protested 
the naval program, and the pressure of severa] 
groups was so great that instead of building 71 
new warships we only built 17 (p. 204). In 1938 
it again protested the use of WPA funds for 
naval buildings. In 1934 it requested the Pregj- 
dent to withhold appropriations for naval ex- 


pansion. Again in 19385 it protested military ex.. 


penditures and tried to lead a church crusade 
against the government policies of rearmament 
(p. 207). It opposed the drafting of men for 
military service and was so blind to the evident 
signs that in 1938 it again protested about mili- 
tary expenditures because it was ‘unwarranted 
by any evidence thus far presented .. .” (p. 207). 
Since that time we have had the evidence but 
it is too late to go back. Our author has this 
strong word to say: “it failed utterly to under. 
stand the dictators, and that, practically speak- 
ing, such a policy has added up to appeasement” 
(p. 213). 


The Council’s main business at this present 


time is not to help win this war which they never 
expected, but rather they are “powarps’” (post 
war planners) and busy at the task of carving 
up and controlling the world when the war is 
over. We venture to predict that when peace does 
come they will campaign as vigorously as _ ever 
against armament, military training and realism 
in world politics. Some of us will continue to 
believe on the authority of the Scriptures that 
war will continue as long as this age lasts and 
that we can no more dispense with an army and 
navy than we can dispense with our police forces. 

Many voices were raised before- present 
war _began, warning that the Federal Council 
policies were against the security of America, 
not to say Christian, liberties. The Dies Commit- 
tee has made numerous statements, but they have 


been smoothly dismissed by churchmen, and our . 


memories are very short. Let the reader judge 
how far the efforts of the Council contributed 
to national unpreparedness in this war. “Too 


little and too late” has had to be said many times, - 
and brave men had needlessly to lose their lives 


because the policies advocated by the Federal 
Council too often have prevailed in the interim 
between the two wars. The Federal Council pro- 
fessed to speak for a united Protestantism, and 
how is a government to know differently if we 
permit them the use of our names? If the Council 
had succeeded in its pre-war policies America 
would today be defenceless before her enemies. 


The Council A Super Church, 

A movement is now on foot to join the Federal 
Council with many, other inter-denominational 
agencies, including the Home and Foreign Missions 
Councils, in one great “North American Council 
of Churches.” The Federal Council, as such, will 
go out of existence. Experience teaches us that 
personnel and secretaries will find a place in the 
new set-up no matter what name is given it. We 
can expect no repudiation of the doctrines and 
policies of the Council. Dr. Cavert believes that 
by “a gradual process of delegating more an 
more tasks to a Federal agency, eventually organic 
union will result” (p. 94). It is well for us to see 
the direction in which we are going and to pause 
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to ask ourselves if this is where we want to 
land. Even now the author admits “only a mi- 
nority of church people have followed the vigor- © 
ously liberal social philosophy of the Federal 
Council” (p. 315). They are not truly repre- 
sentative, but standing above the churches they 
profess to speak for all of them. This is what we 
mean by a super-church. Judge ye if the designa- 
tion is correct. | , 
| Some Pertinent Questions 


How can this organization of theological liberals 
and economic radicals adequately represent the 
United Presbyterian Church which is conservative 
and Calvinistic in its creed? Does not the Fed- 
eral Council’s theology come under the heading 
of “opposing errors” against which we promise 
to maintain the Gospel of Christ in our ordina- 
tion vows? 

How is it possible for the Council to give con- 
servative, fundamental Christianity a chance to 
be heard? One of its representative preachers 
is Dr. Harry Emerson Fosdick who has declared 
that we may yet find the bones of Jesus in a 
grave in Palestine. This man speaks to the nation 
as the representative of the Federal Council and 
therefore as our representative. Do you like this, 
United Presbyterian elder or pastor? 


Do you know that our church only contributed 
$500.00 per year to the Federal Council—a very 
insignificant sum judged by the Council’s total 
budget? But it is a significant sum in the manner 
in which it is provided. Do you know that it is 
taken out of the Assembly and Delegate Fund, 
which is a per capita assessment on al] our 
churches to provide for the expenses of the Gen- 
eral Assemblg? The. Assembly and Delegate Fund 
is a poll tax.\Each church is required to pay it. 
Therefore each church is taxed to contribute to 
the Federal Council. It is not the amount to which 
we object but the principle involved. Is this not 
a violation of liberty of conscience? If Hutchison 
has told the truth about the Federal Council, and 
we are quite sure that he has, the law of the 
denomination compels us all to contribute to this 
organization whether we desire to or not. 
Conscience is violated in this present situation. 
What do you think is the fair thing to do about 
it? The Christian thing? 

Do we want “organic union,” or federation of 
any kind, to be the “summum bonum,” or is not 
the testimony to the Gospel of Christ all im- 
portant? A writer in the February; 1943, issue 
of the Southern Presbyterian Journal tells of 
hearing Dr. W. E. Orchard preach a sermon in 
which he told how “the movements toward church 
unity amounted to giving up this and that dis- 
‘tinguishing truth and doctrine, until finally the 
churches agreed to merge and unite on the gen- 
eral proposition of the truth:of the multiplication 
table.” There is truth under this caricature, for 
at the recent meeting in Cleveland a question was 
asked concerning the member churches and their 
acceptance of the Council’s statement in_its 
constitution of “Jesus Christ as their divine Lord 
and Saviour.’”’ Dr. Luther Weigle the retiring 
president replied, ““‘We have never asked any or- 


- ganization which joined us, just how they in- 


terpreted these words, that they accept Jesus 
Christ as their divine Lord and Savior.” This is 
a significant statement in light of the fact that 
the World Council of Churches confesses our 


Lord as “God and Saviour.’”? Recently statements | 


have been made that American members of the 

World Council wish to change that unequivocal 

wording to the wording of the Federal Council 

statement. Is it possible that some can say they 

accept Christ as “Lord and Savior” but do not 

accept Him as “God and Savior’? It does not 

take very great insight to see what is involved in . 
this question. 


Do we not believe that “‘liberal’’ Christianity is 
one religion and the evangelical faith of the 
United Presbyterian Church is another, and that 
they are irreconcilable?» We cannot accept the 
theology of the Federal Council and join in its 
program without tacitly abandoning the most 
precious parts of our faith. Is the United Presby- 
terian Church ready to do that? Along with the 
present movement toward union is a movement 
of division. Let us not decry it. Luther, Calvin 
and Knox broke with the outward unity of the 
church to preserve the truth of the Gospel and 
the true inner unity of the body of Christ. Our 
own denomination was a_ secession from _ the 
Church of Scotland for valid reasons. Let us not 
be flattered or cajoled into a union movement 
by specious appeals to corporate action and “the 
influence of a united Protestantism.” It is en-. 
tirely ‘debatable that corporate unity is a reali- 
zation of true church unity. If and when the Fed- 
eral Courcil’s ambitious plans for union are 
achieved it will be a unity, but the unity of spiritual 
decadence. It will be the unity of Laodicea. It 
cannot be the unity of “fone Lord and one faith.”’ 
The faith has been denied. Modernism, Socialism, 
and Pacifism all added together into a super church 
organization will spell a tyranny’ over the 
conscience quite as bad as that which made men 
in an earlier age risk their lives to combat. 


Why cannot our church gauge the trend of 
the movement which we have attempted to trace? 


We have taken the statements of men who agree 


with this movement, and if they have any bias 
it is in favor of the Council. Ought we not to free 
ourselves from this unequal yoke, and will not 
our testimony be the clearer and truer for having 
done so? We do not deny to liberalism the right 
to organize and propagate its views, but we do 
deny that the liberalism of the Federal Council 
any -way represent the United Presbyterian 
urch. 


(Supplement to The United Presbyterian News- 
Letter, March, 1943. Reprinted by permission.) 


Thou Art N ot Dead 


Thou art not dead, dear Lord of ours, 
But alive like scented summer flowers, 
. After a wintry blast. 
In the holy of holies thou art now seated, 
Graciously praying thy work completed, 
When thou shalt come at last. 
Then our Lord with joy will bless, 
All who in this age confess, 
His power o’er death supreme. 
But men who deny his miraculous claim, 
Including unbelievers of pulpit fame, 
Will hide in the mountains, the rocks, the den, 
There to await their woeful end, 
In conscious fear and dread. 
For alive thou art, evermore, 
To rule in heaven, on sea and shore, 
Thou art not dead! —J. C. Bridges. 
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The Origin - Nature & Purpose Of The National 


Association Of Evangelicals For United Action 
By Dr. J. Alvin Orr* | 


This is a very candid effort to present, in a 
plain way, the facts as to the origin, nature and 
purpose of the National Association of Evan- 
gelicals for United Action. It is as yet in the 
formative stage only. Many hundreds of Christian 
leaders from all parts of the United States, and 

some from Canada, will establish it in a more 

finished and permanent way at the approaching 

onvention to be held at the LaSalle Hotel, Chi- 
cago, May 4-7. 


Origin Of The Evangelical 
Association 


Never since Christ became flesh and “dwelt 


among us” has humanity been in more dire need 
of knowing, accepting and fellowing all of the 
truth which Christ, “‘The Word” brought to men. 
Yet there are untold thousands of evangelical 
ministers and laymen who poignantly realize that 
there is no confederation or organization which 
represents them in faith, or to which they can 
unitedly adhere in purpose and program. All per- 
sons in this inarticulate and unvoiced multitude 
know, assuredly, that Christ can and will build His 
Church and Kingdom only upon the foundation 
which He laid in Himself and in His gospel; and 
the rise of this movement is explained by the 
meeting of some in this unvoiced multitude in a 
Spirit-led cohesiveness. 


A small group of such persons at the New Eng- 
land Fellowship meeting in New Hampshire in 
1941 took action, resulting in a meeting of such 
another group in Chicago October 27, 1941. Here 
it was decided that a national conference of evan- 
gelical leaders of various denominations, mission 
boards, Christian Colleges and other groups should 
be called to meet in St. Louis, Mo., April 7-9, 
1942. At. this meeting representatives of the 
American Council of Churches were accorded a 
place on the floor, and spoke at length, urging 
all to join that Council, announcement of whose 
organization was made only a few weeks before 
the above mentioned Chicago meeting. At that 
time the American Council included two denomina- 
tions, the Bible Presbyterian and Bible Protes- 
tant. It was the careful judgment that a much 
more widely representative group should give de- 
liberate study to every step taken in effecting 
a nation-wide evangelical organization, and the 
invitation was declined almost unanimously. 

Three Committees were appointed to act during 
the convention—one on Constitution, one on Doc- 
trinal Statement, and one on Policies. The result 
was the adoption of a temporary constitution and 
by-laws, making provision for membership, for 
headquarters and promotional work during the 
year, and calling for a National Convention at 
Chicago in the Spring of 1943. Although some 
anticipated difficulty in- adopting a doctrinal state- 
ment acceptable to all when so many various de- 
nominations were represented, all rejoiced in the 
beautiful spirit which prevailed as the following 
was adopted unanimously, item by item. 


Doctrinal Basis 


It shall be required that those holding member- 
ship shall subscribe to the following doctrines: 


1. That we believe the Bible to be the inspired, 
the only infallible, authoritative word of God. 

2. That we believe there is one God, eternally 
ee in three persons—Father, Son and Holy 

pirit. 

3. That we believe in the deity of Christ, in His 
Virgin birth, in His sinless life, in His miracles, jn 
His vicarious and atoning death, in His bodily 
resurrection, in His ascension to the right hand of 
the Father, and in His personal return in power 
and glory. | 

4. That because of the exceeding sinfulness of 
human nature we believe in the absolute necessity 
of regeneration by the Holy Spirit for salvation. 

5. That we believe in the resurrection of both 


the saved and the lost: they that are saved unto | 


the resurrection of life and they that are lost unto 
the resurrection of damnation. 

6. That we believe in the spiritual unity of 
believers in Christ. 


Fields Of Endeavor 


The Policy Committee recommended that the 
fields of endeavor should be, (1) Evangelism, (2) 
Relation with Government, (3) National and local 
use of radio, (4) Public Relations, (5) Preser- 
vation of separation of Church and State, (6) 
Christian Education, (7) Freedom for Home and 
Foreign Missions. This was heartily adopted. 

The following were constituted as the Executive 
Committee: Dr. Harold J. Ockenga, Boston, Presi- 
dent; Dr. R J. Bateman, Memphis, First Vice- 
President; Bishop Leslie R. Marston, Greenville, 
Ill., Second Vice-President; Rev. Ralph T. Davis, 
Brooklyn, Secretary; Mrs. H. J. Taylor, Chicago, 
Treasurer. Members at large: Rev. H. M. Shuman, 
New York; Dr. T. Roland Phillips, Baltimore; Dr. 
John W. Bradbury, New York; Dr. J. Alvin Orr, 
Due West, S. C. Rev. J. Elwin Wright, Boston, 
was made provisional director. An Advisory Com- 
mittee of twenty-five, representing all parts of 
the United States, was elected. 

During the year Regional Rallies have been held 
from Boston to Los Angeles, and Regional Asso- 
ciations formed in some forty centers, with many 
thousands of members. 


Nature Of The Evangelical 
Association 
It is purely democratic in operation. It is in no 
way to conflict with, or interfere in, the func- 
tions, rights, or prerogatives of the member bodies. 
But all participating must be evangelical. And 


by ‘evangelicals’? we mean those who hold to the 


essence of the full gospel as set forth by Christ, 
this including the doctrine of man’s sinful con- 
dition and need of salvation by grace which is 
bestowed of God through faith in Christ as the 
very Son of God and the Lamb of God, together 
with the necessity of regeneration by the Holy 
Spirit and that thus only do men become the sons 
of God. 

The very nature of this Association puts it in 
apposition, and therefore in opposition to the 
Federal Council, which does not, cannot, we be- 
lieve, represent Evangelical Protestant Christi- 
anity. Since its very inception, the Federal Council 
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has been programmed chiefly and_ increasingly 
around social service. It is not vitalized by the 
tenets of the Christian gospel. Such a spiritually 
anemic organization is futile as an agent to pro- 
mote apostolic Christianity. We believe in the 
social mission of the gospel. The Church of Christ 
must protest against all economic and social in- 
justices and evils. But to by-pass the affirmation 


of the vital contents of apostolic Christianity is 


to forfeit both the right and the possibility of 
representing the Christian Church. It is to 
eviscerate the gospel. Therefore evangelical Chris- 
tianity must become articulate, vocal, aggressive 
in another way. Dr. Fosdick, a foremost spokes- 


man of the Federal Council, writes concerning . 


the “divinity” or the “deity”? of Christ, (recogniz- 
ing no difference in the meaning of these two 
words), “Do not, I beg of you, tie this great 
affirmation up with miraculous accompaniments, 
such as the virgin birth . .. as you know I cannot 
believe it.” (“Life Under Tension” page 157). 
And again “He” (Jesus) “did not fear being 
opposed; he feared being worshipped.” (“The 
Hope of the World” page 98). @ne hunts in vain 
in his writings for any reference to the need of 
a blood atonement for sin, or regeneration as a 
requirement for being a son of God. How can an 
evangelical Christian, or a church, adhere to this 
Council dominated by men who hold such doc- 
trines? We believe that to do so, contributing 
both money and influence, is to aid and abet 
their cause. And we call attention to the fact 
that a Bishop of a constituent body of the Council, 
at the annual meeting in Cleveland last December, 
led the Council in a prayer addressed thus— 
“Through the intercession of our all-immaculate 
Lady Theotokos and ever-virgin Mary; through the 
protection of St. Basil, St. Gregory’’ (and other 
saints). And the assembled members of the Coun- 
cil twelve times recited, during the prayer, this 
response—‘“‘Lord, have mercy.” 


The Evangelical Association has no disposition 
to seek to bring about organic union of Protestant 
Churches, while it does devoutly hope for that 
unity for which Christ prayed. But the Federal 
Council is now seeking to effect a Super Council, 
by which, as one of its present prominent leaders 
says he believes that “by a gradual process of 


delegating more and more tasks to a Federal 


agency, eventually organic union will result.” This 
seems to us specious, if not sinister. | 


Purpose 


Realizing the apostasy of our times, and that 
Organizations which purport to represent Protes- 
tant Christianity have departed from the “faith 
once (for all) delivered to the saints”; and un- 
willing to be represented by such, we propose, 
while devoutly holding to “the faith’; to make 
concerted and aggressive action in the fields of 
endeavor here-in stated. The bringing of the lost 
to Christ, the atoning Saviour and very Son of 
God, is the primary mission of the Church. Ours 
ls an Association with a truly positive, not nega- 
live procedure. We believe that a mighty revival 
from on high can be had if the Church will meet 
the conditions. And surely nothing less than that 
ls adequate to meet the challenging need and 
ne opportunity just ahead, all around the 


Dr. Harold J. Ockenga, President of the Evan- 
gelical Association, recently said: “The division 
's no longer between denominations; the division 


is between those who believe in Christ and the 
Bible, and those -who reject. Now is the time to 
forget all these (denominational) differences and 
join together as one with t ified One—We 
stand together under the shadow of the cross. 
There let us unite for His glory.” 


We believe that many ministers and churches, 
and perhaps denominations, have given adherence 
to the Federal Council because there was no other 
national church organization through which they 
could be represented, and through which Protestant 
Christianity could make united impact. We believe 
that the Evangelical Association is well on the 
road to becoming the channel and agent for all 
who hold to apostolic Christianity. Therefore it 
should be quite possible for any body of Christians 
of this mind and heart, and for any church, min- 
ister, or people to choose to cease to support the 
Federal Council, and to be identified with the 
Association, with whose origin, nature and pur- 
pose they are in accord, and through which they 
can be truly represented. And surely it is no 
time now to be lethargic, nor to be “tolerant” of 
a “liberalism’’ which will produce spiritual 
decadence. 


The approaching convention ‘at Chicago, May 
4 - 7, will, with steadfast dependence upon the 
guidance of the Holy Spirit, adopt such a consti- 
tution, doctrinal statement, and policies as will, in 
the judgment of all present, most fully meet the 
needs. About five hundred delegates had enrolled 
by the 2nd of April. They will come from every 
state in the Union, and from Canada. You are 
welcome to the convention. 


*Professor of Bible, Erskine Theological Semi- 
nary, Due West, S. C. 


GEMS FROM LUTHER 


It cannot be otherwise than that where Christ 
is, there must be a Judas, Pilate, Herod, Caiaphas, 
Annas, and also his cross, or there is not the right 
Christ. 

As long as Christ sits at the right hand of God, 
we shall also be lords and masters over sin, death, 
devils, and all things. . 

I did not earn my theology all at once; but I 
have been searching deeper and deeper into truth, 

nd to that my trials have brought me. Holy writ 
can never be understood, except by experience and 
temptations. 

The great art in preaching is simplicity. Our 
Lord, in his preaching, speaks of tilling the 


“ground, of mustard-seed, of vines, of sheep, and 


trees,—thus making us of common and simple 
similitudes. 


The Lord’s prayer suffers more abuse and con- 
tumely than the greatest martyr on the earth: 


The Bible is my mirror, in which I see what I 
was in Adam before the fall—what I became by 
the fall—what I am, and should be in Christ 
now, and what I shall be through eternity. 


We should pray in the church, with the church, 
and for the church. Three things preserve the 
church—faithful teaching, diligent prayer, and 
patient suffering. 
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Sovereignty And Freedom 


(CONTINUED) 
“By Rev. R. F. Gribble, D.D. 


In the first paper of this series the problem of 
Freedom and Sovereignty was viewed as from the 
standpoint of philosophic determinism with refer- 
ence to its leading exponent. In the second article 
the subject was examined with a gesture towards 
reason. In this presentation we shall look at the 
matter in the light of common sense, though we 
trust not doing violence to the others, not for- 
getting that Scripture is above all. 


When Bernard Mandeville was so bluntly ex- 
coriated by Bishop Berkeley for issuing his no- 
torious “Fable of the Bees,’”’ the author replied 
with the keen and appropriate criticism: “You 
have not read my book.” Some will doubtless say 
that I have denied Calvinism in holding in any 
sense to man’s liberty, others that I am em- 
barrassing our theology by making even remote 
comparison with pantheism. I remind the former 
that it is not obligatory upon even a good Calvin- 
ist that he swallow Calvin verbatim et literatim; 


and I suggest to the latter that while theology is 


true, it has no monopoly in that market. Our 


ministers subscribe to the “system of doctrine” — 


(a refuge too fondly cuddled I fear by some who 
represent a _ standpoint less Christian, 
nothing of less Calvinistic, than that of this 
series); we do not forget that the “Five Points of 
Calvinism” (which Calvin never saw!) have been 
toned down from their asperities which have given 
unnecessary offense; and lastly, I call attention 
to our own Confession of Faith Chap. III, par. 1. 


At any rate it is my earnest hope that I may re-. 


deem myself in the eyes of gainsayers, remember- 
ing that it is impossible to satisfy all, and that 
it is sO easy to misjudge. 


Consistently I have maintained that we have 
the consciousness of freedom. Rare,—I may say 
impossible, is the case of one compelled on the 
one hand to believe in the Savior consciously 
against his will, or on the other, prevented forcibly 
from accepting Him and conforming to the terms 
of salvation. It simply is not done: the glory of 
Christianity is not that we must but that we may! 


One may deny a freedom theoretical: experience 


attests a liberty practical. Here do we find a very 
. powerful argument in the fact that self-conscious- 
ness is one of the primary sources of argument. 
So I repeat that Sovereignty does not only allow 
us a Freedom, which is for us a conscious liber- 
tarianism; but, that same Sovereignty involves, 
and further, guarantees a measure of liberty. One 
is correlative to the other. 


Should one still deny, and should he press home 
his contention that there can be no possibility of 
freedom in a world of deterministic sovereignty, 
I may answer that such statement sounds logical 
and plausible. But by way of rejoinder I must add 
that a thing may be true practically whereas 
impossible theoretically. Proof is shown in the 
demonstration of the impossibility of the hare’s 
overtaking the tortoise. For the former can cover 
but half of the distance between them at one 
bound (so we may assume), and half of the re- 
maining distance, the next, and so on to infinity: 
but he could never overtake the tortoise; there 
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to say 


would always be half of the distance remaining, 
The reverse also can be conceived, vic., that free. 
dom could be real, despite our ability to utilize 
it. Thus, the power of the fourth dimension is q. 
hypothetical plausibility but a practical impossi- 
bility,—at least for finite beings who live in, and 
know only, a world of three dimensions. [| stil] 


cling to Sovereignty; but I can’t deny that there 
is freedom of some sort. é 


Consider: Nothing but ghastly caricature results 
when attempt is made to divorce what God has 
joined together. Here I[ turn to an argument 
which the ancients used with some point. Wesley 
also employed it to prove the inspiration of the 
Bible. All occurs either without God, or with. 
God, or in spite of God. (Cave: If God is the 
necessary cause of all, without any agency, we 
commit ourselves to the doctrine that God is 
the author of evil, which the Bible does not allow, 
and which no Christian believes. I do not stop to 


discuss this here: see our Confession). If all takes § 


place without God’s agency, or knowledge, then 
He is limited; if in spite of it, then He is im- 
potent; if due to it, then foreordination_js a fact, 
and we have Sovereignty. And again, as our Lord 
is the kind of God which Scripture represents Him 
to be, and One Whom we can worship, then He 
must foresee all things. If He foresees all things, 
then all things take place either on account of His 
will or despite that will. If the latter, then He is 
less than omnipotent; if the former, then Sover- 
eignty is actual; and foreknowledge is the same as 


foreordination, in accord with Hebrew language 
and Old Testament Theology. (If this is going too 
fast, look at Genesis 18:19 in Hebrew). 


This can be put another way: Either God can 
save or He cannot save. If He cannot, then He 
ceases to be God so far as we are concerned. If 
He can save us, then He either does or He does 
not. If He does not, then He can only be cruel, 
heartless: if He does, then it must be either 
against our wills or in accord with our wills. If 
against our wills, we have no awareness of it; and 
if according to our wills, we are free. Further, re 
garding Free Agency: All which we do is done 
either willingly or by constraint (internal or ex: 
ternal). We have no consciousness of any external 
force compelling us; and internal compulsion 3 
not disparate to freedom: therefore we are free. 


Shall we proceed? You feel that it is beyond 
reason for both Sovereignty and Freedom to be 
true? You deny the two because of the insoluble 
paradox. Then “consider the opposite,’ as the 
men of former times would say. Suppose, I am 
saying, that they were in hopeless conflict, mutually 
irreconcilable, a fundamentally impossible dualism. 
What then? Then, indeed, on the basis of comm 
sense, which is the plain man’s only resort (out 
side of revelation), the rational order is called 1 
question. In such case there would be in the worl 
of thought and conduct an antinomy parallel © 
that in hydrology, of the same fountain sendii 
forth sweet waters and bitter. (God cannot bt 
mocked). I pass this by. If we had only one . 
the other of these two imponderables, what then: 
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| It is difficult for us to escape the force of the 
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What a world! We would be either on the one 
hand in dispair at the hopeless and helpless uni- 
yerse, in the iron grip of fate, or on the other, 
in dismay in a helpless and hopeless world in the 
chaos of chance. 

Let us take an illustration from chemistry. The 
symbol na is sodium; the symbol cl is chlorine. 
Either one is for us fatal. But put them together, 
and we have that without which we would not live: 
common salt! We turn to physics: There are two 
great and directly contradictory forces in the 


world: centrifugal and centripedal. If the former. 


were the only one, we would all fly straightway 
off into space. If the latter existed alone, we 
would all be crushed by irresistible force driving us 
to the center of the earth. But because of the two, 
in absolute, antipodal, and irreconcilable oppo- 


sition, we are enabled to go about our work. You 
Don’t believe it? Neither do I; but it is a fact. By - 


similar principle, we have Sovereignty and Free- 
dom. Either one alone would be fearfully disrup- 


tive, if not lethal. Were there no Sovereignty, 


chance would be the alternative: were there no 
Freedom, the inevitable opposite would be fatal- 
ism. But let humanity have them both, and we 
can glorify God and enjoy Him forever! 

Make the picture more vivid. Take a glimpse of 
life without Freedom: If everything is cut and 
dried, ordered, fixed, foreordained by fate, life 
would indeed be, “The gaudy, babbling, and re- 
morseless day.’”’ We would be dwelling in the tents 
of Omar: 


“The moving finger writes, and having writ, 
Moves on. Nor all your piety and wit . 
Shall lure it back to cancel half a line; 

Nor all your tears wash out one word of it.” 


No prayer; no hope; no tang nor zest to exis- 
tence: kismet is the meaning of life. Freedom must 
be! On the other hand: If the nature of things 
or means or instruments were not fixed, how could 
we use to advantage, or depend upon, what God 
has provided? That is, without Sovereignty there 
could be no true Freedom. If freedom be but 
license, if liberty should run riot, in a world with- 
out a governor and a plan, there could be no 
orderly systems of investigation, no memory, no 
preparation against the future. Without direction, 
or determinism of some fashion, there were only 
superstition instead of science, magic instead of 
law, havoe instead of control. In such fearful state 
of affairs, gone would be responsibility, account- 
ability, morality. I believe in Sovereignty at any 


pragmatic test. Look at the Biblical character 
Joseph. God decreed his premiership. But his 
brethren were in no wise compelled to act as they 
did in bringing it about: they were consciously 
free. God’s Sovereignty in ordering their actions 
did not in the least negate their liberty. Joseph’s 
cantankerousness and braggadocio, and the broth- 


ers’ natures, God used, with much besides. Free and | 


responsible men fell into harmony with God’s pur- 
pose. The facts are before us: Sovereignty and 
Freedom. <A_ thinking, intelligent, worshipping 
being, in the name of common sense, given of 
God, accepts the paradoxical pair. And if the 
mutually exclusive and antithetical extremes be 
impossible, unreasonable, then with Lessing, let us 
say: “If in some things one does not lose his 
reason, he has no reason to lose.”’ 
(To Be Continued) 
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BAPTISM 


By John Scott Johnson, Ph.D.* 
SOME INDICTMENTS OF 
IMMERSION 
The following counts are not a summary merely 
of the arguments of the two preceding articles 
of this series, but rather a presentation of some 
errors and harmful matters either belonging to 
immersion or else springing out of it. Some counts 
are supported by the discussion in the articles re- 
ferred to, some are justified by explanations added 
herein, and some are merely stated. It is thought 
that the experience or observation of the reader 
pro not require further evidence as to the last 
class. 
No Scriptural Backing 
I. Immersion doesn’t match with a _ sound 
exegesis (or interpretation) of any Scripture. It 
is sui generis (that is, peculiar to itself), strange, 
anomalous, foreign to the Bible. There are the 
following two formidable, fundamental, insuper- 
able objections to the immersion scheme: 
(a) It has no foundation in the Old Testament. 
There is no Bible doctrine which does not have 
at least its suggestion, its germ, its root, or its 
bud in the Old Testament; examine and see. 
You may search the Old Testament thoroughly 
for an intimation, a suggestion, of immersion, 
but you will search in vain. When Immersionists 
refer to the Old Testament about baptism, it is 
to explain, to interpret, or to deny its bearing, 
never to adduce as substantiation or verification. 
(b) Immersion has no foundation in the New 
Testament. So far as Scripture is used, arguments 
for immersion depend upon separated, isolated 
words and phrases. The insufficiency (or the 
positive fallacy) of those arguments has been set 


forth in the two preceding articles. If there were 


in the New Testament any better arguments for 
immersion than those the Immersionists allege, 
they would use them. But there is none. As in the 
case of the whole Old Testament, Immersionists 
refer to parts of the New Testament other than 
those included in the two preceding articles, only 
to explain, to interpret, or to deny the bearing 
of particular passages, never to adduce as sub- 
stantiation or verification. 
Take, for example, I. Cor. 10:1, 2: “Our fathers 
. . . Were all baptized unto Moses in the cloud 
and in the sea.” So far from immersing the 
Israelites, if it touched them at all, the cloud did 
so by descending upon them. But it “stood be- 
hind them” (Ex. 14:19). Nor did the sea touch 
them: “upon the dry ground” (Ex. 14:22). One 


company was immersed—the Egyptians—but the 


record does not say they were baptized. 
Another instance is in I. Peter 3:20, 21: “Eight 
souls were saved by water’? (in Noah’s ark). “The 
like figure whereunto even baptism doth also now 
save us.’”’ Without undertaking to get at the 
meaning of this passage (which meaning has no 
bearing on this discussion), please notice the 
difficulties of the passage for the Immersionist. 
The eight that were saved were not immersed; 
the rest of the world were immersed, but the 
“like figure” of the word baptism was not ap- 
plied to their case. 
- Therefore, even though it may be similar to 
the plea of the attorney who gave as the first 
reason for the absence of a witness that he was 
dead, and then followed with thirty-nine other 
reasons for the absence of the witness, the first 
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tion to its lack of Scriptural backing. This ought 
to be sufficient to throw the teaching out of 
further consideration by all who insist upon a 
“thus saith the Lord” or a good and necessary 
inference therefrom for all doctrines and prac- 
tices of a Church of the Lord Christ. However, 
as might be expected, some grievous and dis- 


tressing results have followed this unscriptural | 


doctrine and practice. Some mention of a few 
of these will perhaps not be thought unnecessary 
and out of place. 


Unscriptural Reasoning 


II. It (immersion) ignores as such the Bible 
-anti-type of water baptism—the baptism with 
the Holy Spirit—the real baptism. The method of 
this baptism is treated in the second article of 


this series (in the November issue of the South- | 


ern Presbyterian Journal). 


III. It brings into the limelight a matter, the 
baptism with water, which is not unimportant, 
but to which the Holy Spirit through Paul (I. 
Cor. 1:14-17—‘“Christ sent me not to baptize, 
but to preach the Gospel’’) assigns no such para- 
mount prominence. 


IV. It lugs into the discussion a subject (the 
burial of the Lord Jesus) which, in its actual 
circumstances, has no relation to any method 
water baptism (certainly not immersion). His 
burial was as if His body had been put into a 
room and the door closed. 


Man-Made Additions 


V. It adds to our Savior’s memorial of His 
death the Lord’s Supper. Rom. 6:4 and Col. 2:12 
do not supply this addition, for they say nothing 
about water baptism. The Immersionists make of 
water baptism another memorial of the Savior’s 
death, although immersion is no picture of that 
death (which was by crucifixio (For a warning 
man shall add unto these things, God shall add 
unto him the plagues that are written in this 
book.’’) | 

VI. It adds to (again see Rev. 22:18) God’s 
own reminder of the Savior’s resurrection—the 
change of the Sabbath Day. 


Work vs. Ceremony 


It substitutes a clumsy, not always available, 
spectacular work for the unostentatious ceremony 
of water baptism prevalent in the whole Bible. 
(Baptism is not a New Testament practice only. 
The Greek of “divers washings’ in Heb. 9:10 is 
“divers baptisms.’”’ These baptisms are the sprink- 
lings of blood and water in Exodus, Leviticus, 
and Numbers.) 


VIII. Not all (thank God!) but some Immer- 
sionists believe that immersion really helps the 
immersed one in his fight against the world, the 
flesh, and the Devil—or perhaps it is only against 
the flesh. Is this not one of the things against 
which we are warned in Col. 2:22,23? (“After 
the precepts and doctrines of men? Which things 
have indeed a show of wisdom in will-worship, and 
humility, and severity to the body; but are not 
of any value against the indulgence of the 
flesh.”” — A.S.V.) 


IX. It (immersion) gratifies the ever-present 
desire of the “old man” to do something to merit 
salvation. 


of this summary against immersion calls atten- 


X. It has led many people to believe in bap- 
tismal regeneration. 


;  Repudiation Of God’s Inclusion 
Disunion 


XI. The immersion of infants is not practicable 
because such directions as “Keep your mouth 
closed” or ‘Hold your breath’? would not pre- 
vent distressing results when infants were im- 
mersed. Possibly the unsuitability of immersion 
for the baptism of infants has led Immersionists 
to deny baptism to infants. But that denial ignores 
God’s inclusion of them in His Covenant of Grace, 
and refuses obedience to this provision for the 
salvation of children made by the Father in Hea- 
ven Who would not “that one of these little ones 
should perish.’”’ — Matt. 18:14. 


Of course, water baptism in itself will not save 
a baby nor anybody else, but God graciously 
gives His people the privilege of binding Him 
by it as a token, in covenant with the parents, 
to save the little ones if the parents will do 
their part (Gen. 17:7: “to be a God unto thee 
and to thy seed.) See also Gen. 17:9-11; 18:19; 
and Gal. 3:29. The last reads: “If ye be Christ’s, 
then are ye Abraham’s seed, and heirs according 
to the promise.” (Infant Baptism is discussed in 
the January and February issues of the Southern 
Presbyterian Journal.) 


XII. It occasions towards other zealous laborers 
in the Master’s Vineyard an attitude by Immer- 
sionists which cannot fail to distress the loving 
heart of Him Who prayed that His followers 
might all be one (that they who “shall believe on 
Me ... all may be one... one in Us... one, 
even as We are One’’—John20:22.) 


It Is Time To Get Ready 


A husband and wife were : talking about an 
acquaintance who had just died very suddenly. 
The man who himself had always kept aloof from 
things religious remarks, “What a terrible thing 
to be called away like that without any chance of 
getting ready!’ And his wife replied, ‘“‘Without 
any chance of getting ready! Why he has had 
fifty-four years of chances!’’ 


The forebearance in God is very great, but 
now sooner, and sometimes later the soul of every 
man is required of him—in the fearful catastrophe 
of the Boston night club which claimed more than 
475 lives there were victims in their teens as well 
as men and women of mature years. The sudden 
summoning of a man or of groups of men to 
appear before the Judge of all should remind us 
of the comment of Jesus on the eighteen upon 
whom the tower in Siloam fell: “Think ye that 
they were sinners above all men that dwelt in 
Jerusalem? I tell you, Nay: but except ye repent, 
ye shall all likewise perish.’’ Let us understand, 
then, that because of our sins we. all deserve sud- 


- den destruction and all need earnestly to repent 


of them. May this year of grace 1943 be one in 
which many shall early—even in this moment— 
address themselves to “getting ready” by turning in 
their hearts to God in humble trust in His Son the 
Lord Jesus Christ as their personal Saviour from 
sin. —The Soldier’s Evangel. 
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Experiences In Evangelism © 
By Rev. C. T. Caldwell, D.D. 


These experiences are by Ministers of our Church. 
They are men of distinction. C.T.C. 


“In the first years of my ministry I became | 


interested in a prominent young business man. I 
asked his brother-in-law if he had ever talked 
with him about accepting Christ and taking a 
definite stand for Him. He replied: “I have never 
talked with him on that subject. He is a reserved 
and unapproachable man.” I resolved I would seek 
him out and talk with him. I went to his place of 
business and after we had talked in a general way 
for some time, I asked him if he had ever taken 
his stand for Christ. He said he had not. I then 
asked him if he had any trouble on the score of 
his faith. He said: ‘‘No sir.’’ I then urged him to 
accept Christ fully and definitely and to take his 
stand for Him. He did so then and there. The thing 
that impressed me with this interview was this— 
when I took his hand to say good-bye, he said: 
“Mr. Mac, you are the first man who has ever 


definitely talked to me about my soul.” The next’ 


Sabbath it was my pleasure to receive him into the 
church. And through succeeding years this experi- 
ence has been a lesson to me in personal work.” 


|e 


“P.B. was the champion middle weight wrestler | 


in T———. He came from a home where he had 
little if any religious training. I found him in a 
hospital sick with an infected bone and to be there 
for three months. I can never forget a sense of 
personal responsibility for him and yet at the 
same time the fear and trembling with which I 


faced the problem. I went to see him twice with-. 


out the courage of offering prayer and went away 
feeling a sense of defeat. Then the doctor told me 
that blood-poisoning had set in and that he was 
sure to die. I went to see him immediately for the 
third time, and as Providence would have it, we 
were left alone both by nurse and friends. I asked 
if we might have a prayer together, and without 
ever knowing whether he said ‘“‘yes” or ‘‘no,” the 
brief prayer was offered for his recovery and his 
salvation, and I hurried away, wondering if I had 
spoiled the opportunity for which I had waited. 
The next day the nurse phoned me that he wished 
to see me. I hurried down and to my amazement (!) 
he was very much better. I asked what he meant 
by sending for me, telling him that he was only 
the second man who ever sent for me because he 
was ill. His answer was: “I liked that yesterday, 
and wanted you to know that I appreciated it.” 
The bars were all down and I found him ready 
and waiting for somebody to show him The Way. 
He made a beautiful profession and joined the 
church and made a splendid Christian. He tithed, 
giving me once two thousand dollars to be put 
into the Kingdom, and it was divided into portions 
and went to the uttermost parts of the earth.” 


* * 


These things stir your soul and encourage one > 


to get out on the same mission. It is our first 
duty. It is our highest privilege. There is no joy 
on earth like it. How many of us make it our first 
duty? Do we spend our time preparing sermons, 
filling engagements? No one had ever spoken to 
these men about their souls. Like ripe fruit they 
fell at the feet of Christ when first sought. 


\ 


pray. 


Three Pictures Which 


Make Us Pray | 
A STUDY OF THE NINTH CHAPTER 
OF MARK’S GOSPEL 
By Rev. J. Kenton Parker 
Some pictures make us weep. Some make us 


wonder. Some make us pray. There are three pic- 


tures in this chapter which ought to make us pray. 

Something ought to make us pray. I suppose 
that every real Christian would agree that this is 
the supreme need of the hour. The Church ought 
to be on her knees. In times of emergency, in 
times of crisis heretofore the church has been 
forced to pray. May something make us pray 
today! 

If we get close enough to Heaven we will pray. 
Whenever men see God on His throne, the Lamb 
slain from the foundation of the world, the re- 
deemed multitude of men saved by His blood and 
singing His praises, men are going to pray, if 
only to cry ‘‘Woe is me.” 

If we get close enough to Hell, we are going to 
pray. And this world is very close to Hell at times. 
In a time of shipwreck, in a time of a great fire, 
in time of a great earthquake, in the midst of a 
consuming pestilence, when great danger and great 
distress confront us, even ungodly men will pray. 
If we get close enough to our own souls, we will 
No man can see himself as God sees him 
and not fall upon his knees, nay, upon his face. 
When the Holy Spirit reveals us to ourselves, we 
will pray. 

These three pictures will make us pray, or 
nothing can make us pray. 

Here, then, are our three great worlds, as Dr. 
Alexander Whyte says, the great world above us, 
the great world before us, the great world within 
us. Into these three worlds we wish to go this 
morning, with our Master as our Guide. He knows 
the wav. He knows the world above ug; for Hie 


came down from Heaven and has gone back to 
Heaven. It is His home. 


He knows the world before us. He made this 
world. He came here to live as infant, boy, and 
man,. He went through all its temptations and 
privations, and hardships and sorrows. He over- 
came, He conquered. this world. 

He knows the world within. He became a man. 
He knows what is in man—his feelings, his 
thoughts, his soul. He knows the value of man. 
‘‘What will it profit a man if he gain the whole 
world, and lose his own soul’? The world within 
is that soul. 

So we want to travel with our Guide as He visits 
these three worlds. He led the way. He took them 
up on the mountain. He led them back to the 
valley. When they opened the door, He went with 
them into their very souls. | 

1. The World Above. A miniature of Heaven. 

About a week before this Jesus had said “‘There 
are some of you standing here who will not taste 
of death until you see the Kingdom of God come 
with power.” And now He takes them up into a 
mountain where they get a foretaste of that King- 
dom. The glorious scene is described for us in this 


chapter. The Saviour is transfigured, the voice of 


the Father is heard, two of Heaven’s illustrious 
saints come down to talk with Him about His 
coming death, or the redemption, the “exodus”, 
He is going to accomplish. The disciples are over- 
come. It is good to be there, Thirty-five years later 
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Peter is still remembering this time of all times 
when “they saw His glory.” 

Let us gather up some of the lessons and im- 
pressions. What is this world like? 

It is a world of Power. The whole picture is 
saturated with the almighty power of God. It is a 
world of glory, surpassingly beautiful. It is a 
world of Life. God is not the God of the dead, 
but of the living—a living God, and living men, 
who had long since passed from earth to Heaven. 
It is a world of Love, for the conversion centers 
around the Cross, the greatest manifestation of 
God’s love the world has ever seen. It is a world 
interested in our world down here for the great 
Redemption, the great “exodus” is what concerns 
both God and men. 

Yes, “It is good to be here.” Many a man 
who has caught such a vision, will not be sur- 
prised at Peter’s words. The world above us is a 
great and glorious world. Our Father is there in 
all His power and love. Our Saviour is there in all 
His risen Glory. Our kindred are there, those 
whom we have loved and lost awhile. We will 
soon be there. ... 
door and see its wonders and hear its words. If 
ones minature is so beautiful, what will the reality 
e? 

Who can get this close to Heaven and not pray! 

II. The World Before Us—a most tragic picture 
of earth, and this earth is very close to Hell some- 


The door swings open as they come down from 


the mountain and meet this world face to face. 
What a world it is! 

A great crowd of people, a band of baffled 
disciples, a bunch of sneering onlookers, a poor 
boy possessed with an evil spirit, wallowing and 
foaming on the ground, a heart-broken father 


grieving over his boy. Here is our picture and a 


sad picture it is, but true of the world then, and 
true of it today. 

The world is still full of people, crowds of peo- 
ple. There are still Christians in the world, but we 
seem so powerless to help. We stand before the 
world, baffled, preplexed, ashamed. The onlookers 
are still sneering. Evil spirits are everywhere 


and sin is rampant. Fathers and mothers are griev- | 


ing and sorrow is filling hearts as never before. 
Surely it is a pitiful world, mixed up and messed 
up, wallowing and foaming on the ground, very, 
very close to Hell. It is a sight to make angels 
weep. Is it not a picture to make us Pray? 

It is into such a world that Jesus came and the 
picture is soon changed. The boy is healed, the 


father is rejoicing, the crowds astonished and re- 


buked. 


Is not the lesson plain? The church without . 


Christ is a helpless church, and the world without 
Christ is a hopeless world. If He is not with 
us in this world of sin and evil spirits we will still 
be baffled and perplexed, sneered at, ridiculed, 
and ashamed. We must have His Presence and 
His Power. His message to the church is still 
“apart from me, ye can do nothing.” 

Oh, Christians of today, does not the lesson 
from the picture drive us to our knees? 

And this brings us to our own world, | 

III. The World Within Us—our own hearts. 

The disciples open this door when they ask 
“Why”, “Why could we not cast him out?” 

They did not much want to open this door, not 
at least in the presence of the crowd. I do not 
blame them. We have a room at my house which 


It is a good thing to open the 


is usually pretty well messed up. Old work clothes 
thrown around, books piled in disorder, letters and 
unfinished sermons galore. It is my ‘“‘den’’. If we 
are expecting visitors you will nearly always hear 
somebody say, “‘Don’t open the door to your study.” 
No, I do not blame the disciples for their hesi- 
tancy as they asked Him “privately”. I expect 
they knew things were in a mess. But thank God, 
they did open the door! And Jesus led them in. 
What did He find? 


Too little faith. How over and over again He 
had seen the same thing. In the face of the storm, 
or disease, or death, it was always ‘“‘too little 
faith. 


Not enough prayer. Real prayer. Prayer that 
takes our appetite, makes us fast, makes us forget 
to eat. Prayer that prevails. Prayer that reaches 
up and lays hold upon God. Too little prayer. 


So slow of understanding. When He began to 
talk about His death, they were afraid even to 
ask for an explanation. 


Too much self-seeking. ‘‘What were you talking 
— What? “Which one of them should be 
irs 

Jealousy and narrowness. “He followed not us,” 
therefore we forbad him. Not enough Christian 
love to go beyond our little circle, and refuse to 
have anything to do with it, unless done by us, 
and done our way. How such a spirit hinders our 
work today! 

Not enough saltness. The salt had lost its savor. 
And the world needs the best grade today. “It 
takes all the grace that God can give, simply to 
Live, my brother, simply to Live.’”’ And we need 


-not only to live, but to witness. 


Do our hearts look like that to Him today? We 
cannot keep the door shut. He knows. There is no 
hope for us or for the world unless we do open 
the door and let Him come in, for the world is 
to be reached through us, and we can do nothing 
without Him. If we can get Our World straight 
and clean, then we can help the world around us. 

Is this not enough to make us pray? Pray that 
He may teach us to pray. 

When our prayerlessness is gone, when our un- 
belief is gone, when our self-seeking is gone, when 
our coldness and envy are gone, when the 
stumbling-blocks are removed, when the grace of 
God has seasoned us well, then we can bring 
Heaven and earth together. But I believe it will 
take that. God will have to come down with all 
the Power and Beauty and Love of Heaven to 
save this devil-possessed, mad world, wallowing 
‘and foaming on the ground. 

Is not this enough to make us pray? 

Here is our condition. We Must Pray. But we 
cannot pray until our own hearts are right. How 


can our hearts be made fit? Only through His 


Presence and His Power. He must not only Come 
in, but He must Live in our hearts. Then, indeed, 


Wwe can pray. 


Jesus said a marvellous thing in His great inter- 


-cessory prayer. “For their sakes I sanctify myself.” 


And, Oh, how He our Great High Priest, did pray. 
He did not need the same kind of sanctification 
but for “their sakes’ He sanctified him- 
self. 

Oh, Christian fathers and mothers, Christian 
people of Christian America, for the sake of others, 
if not for our own sake, will we not set ourselves 


_apart in consecrated holiness of life and conduct 


so that we can pray? 
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The Religion Of The Soldier 
By Colonel Cecil H. Lang” 


The religion of the soldier is not any different 
from the religion of any other man. For the sol- 
dier himself is not any different. Aside from the 
fact that he is away from home and in uniform, 
the soldier or sailor is just the same fine youngster 
that he was when he left home a few weeks or a 


few months ago—your son, your husband, your : 


brother, or relative or friend. 

The soldier needs to have a different kind of. 
religion—no, not a different kind, but perhaps 
just a bit more of it or of a hardier variety. 

The soldier’s faith and devotion needs to be 
stronger and surer because he is away from home 
with its normal safeguards and restraints. He 
is living in a mass of male beings. And living that 
kind of a life, he is subject to the kind of temp- 
tations which are peculiar to it. 

He may hear more profanity than he has ever 
heard in his life, and there are some who will try 
to make him believe he is not a real man unless 
he uses it profusely. | | 

He may see gambling and he may be invited 
frequently to enter into the game with others. 

He may be offered liquor. Of course there are 
some soldiers who drink and who urge others to 
drink. And unfortunately there are some civilians 
who think they are being patriotic when they offer 
liquor to our men in uniform. a5 

Then, of course, wherever a large group of men 
are living, there are in nearby cities and com- 
munities, as well as along the roadside, those who. 


place in their way the temptation to sexual in- 


dulgence. Yes the soldier needs to have religion, 
and to have it deep and strong and sure within his 


heart. 


After two years of active duty in this war, it 
is my firm conviction that the soldier, and the 
sailor, is, in large numbers, religious. 

He .is evidencing his religious faith in times of 
crisis and testing. The sergeant spoke well when 
he said to the colonel beside him: “Sir, there are 


‘no atheists in fox-holes.’”’? We are thrilled also, 


with those stories which tell us that when men are 
on life-rafts on the sea that they read their testa- 
ments and pray together. We like to know that 
in fox-holes and on life-rafts men instinctively 
turn to God. But after all, there is danger that we 


may develop simply a “fox-hole” faith, or a “life- 


raft”? religion. There is danger today of making 
“Praise the Lord and Pass the Ammunition”’ the 
happy-go-lucky theme-song of our faith. 

Yes, we are glad that on the battlefield and 
in times of testing religious faith is being shown, 
but I am glad to say that it is being evidenced in 
a very real way in the camps and in the training 
stations of the Army and Navy, as these young 
men enter the service and stand the tests of the 
early months of their training. Yes, soldiers are 
evidencing their faith as they meet the test of the 
everyday routine life in the camps, in the field, 
and on board ship. . 

The soldier is reading the Bible. Hundreds of 
thousands of New Testaments, Psalms, Proverbs, 
and Gospel portions have been distributed by the 
chaplains of our Army and Navy, and those 
chaplains will tell you that the men are reading 
those hooks. The Government of the United States 


now offers to each soldier, according to his faith, 
a copy of the Scriptures. These are strongly bound 
in khaki board covers. There are three editions: 
The Jewish Holy Scriptures; the New Testament, 
Roman Catholic version; and the New Testament, 
Protestant version. They are all the same size, 
they look exactly alike, and each has in it a greet- 
ing from the President of the United States, and 
the Chief of Chaplains, of the army. 


The soldier is going to church. More than 1000 
beautiful chapels have been built in our army 
camps. These chapels are being well attended. A 
recent survey by the Army Service Forces showed 
that in three different divisions situated in three 
different localities 56 per-cent of the men had 
attended church during a period of four weeks 
preceding the survey. I am sure that is a higher 
figure than most chaplains have experienced, but 
in one large camp in which I served a careful 
count each Sunday for a period of 18 months 
showed an average attendance of 25 per-cent 
in the chaplains’ services within the camp itself. 


The soldier is seeking out his chaplain and is 
responding to the chaplain’s efforts to minister to 
him in spiritual things. The government recognizes 
the primary place of religion when it appoints 
ministers to serve as chaplains, on the basis of one 
to every twelve hundred men. It sets these min- 
isters apart to their sacred task by forbidding that 
they be assigned any duty that is incompatible 
with their calling as clergymen. The chaplain has 
perfect liberty and large opportunity in the matter 
of preaching. One of his greatest joys, however, 
is his personal ministry to the men in conference 
and counselling. The soldier soon learns that he 
can go to his chaplain at any time with anything. 
And they do go to the chaplains with everything. 
The chaplain learns to become all things to all 
men, for he is the chaplain of each man in his 
unit. But the chaplain who is wise and warm- 
hearted is taking tactful advantage of every open 
door to enter in and press home the claims of 
the Christ. In encouraging numbers soldiers are 
responding to the chaplain’s public and personal 
appeal, and are committing themselves definitely 
and openly to Him. It is not an uncommon thing 
to find chaplains using such a card as this which 
is reproduced below. 


My Christian Commitment 


Believing in the Lord Jesus Christ, I do now de- 
finitely accept him as my Saviour and Lord. 
Name 
Organization 
I am interested in becoming a member of 
the Church. 


Having failed to live up to my own ideal of the 
Christian life and feeling the necessity of a deeper 
spirituality in these desperate days, I definitely re- 


dedicate my life to the service of Christ. 


Name 

Organization 

Date 

Church 
(Fill out only one statement and hand 
| to your Chaplain.) 

This card is used in duplicate, one copy to be re- 

tained by the signer. . 


*Chaplain, Army of the United States. 
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The Present Status Of The Work 
Of The Assembly’s 
Permanent Committee On 
Cooperation And Union 
By Willis M. Everett“ 


The General Assembly in Chattanooga in 1940 
voted to continue the Committee on Cooperation 
and Union, with some definite instructions to ex- 
plore the possibility of union with the Presby- 
terian Church in the U.S.A. In order to expedite 
its work of exploration, a sub-committee of four 
members was named to cooperate with a like sub- 
committee of the Presbyterian Church in the 
U.S.A. to see if a satisfactory plan for the union 
of the two churches could be devised. 


All four members of this sub-committee were 
ardent supporters of the union movement, as were 
the members of the sub-committee of the Church 
of the U.S.A. After almost two years of work, in 
executive session, a report of this joint sub-com- 
mittee was presented to the full committee of the 
Southern Church, April 14, 1943. 


Since the action of the Assembly in 1941 in 
continuing the Committee on Cooperation and 
Union, four new members had been placed on it. 
None of the Committee representing the seventeen 
Synods except the sub-committee that prepared it 
had time to examine the voluminous report cover- 
ing the vital matters of Confession of Faith, 
Church Government, Missionary Organization and 
Directory of Worship, and no minutes or memo- 
randa of the sub-committee’s work had been sent 
to the members of the full committee on Co- 
operation and Union with which the General As- 
sembly had placed the responsibility of exploring 
the possibilities of union and making recommen- 
dations thereon. 

The sub-committee had taken almost two years 
in executive session to prepare a report satis- 
factory to those who favored union and who were 
laboring earnestly to secure it. When the com- 
mittee met on April 14th., the report of about 
2387 pages was not read, nor were any of _ its 
provisions discussed in any adequate way. Many 
members of the Assembly’s Committee represent- 
ing the seventeen Synods believe that two questions 
should be decided upon by the full committee be- 
fore any report is made to the General Assembly. 


First, the full Committee should decide whether 
in its judgment the time has arrived for union with 
the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. 


Second, if union is desirable, it should be de- 
cided whether the plan of union proposed by the 
jéint sub-committee would be acceptable to our 
Church, and whether the plan proposed would safe- 
guard our standards of faith, our mission work, 
and our property rights, as instructed by the Gen- 
eral Assembly in continuing the committee. 


A special committee of seven members was 
named to which was referred the plan of union 
prepared by the joint sub-committee. This special 
committee of seven is expected to give the plan 
proposed the same detailed analysis and study as 
the sub-committee that formed it, and when ready, 
to make its report to the full committee. It was 
agreed that, in the meantime, the paper of the 
joint sub-committee would be sent to the General 
Assembly without recommendation, either by the 
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full committee or the sub-committee that pre. 
pared it, and that the General Assembly should 
decide whether this preliminary report which has 
not been considered by the Committee on (Co. 
operation and Union, whose responsibility it is to 
make a report with its recommendations, should 
be given to the church at large, or whether jt 
should be held by the Committee on Cooperation 
and Union until that committee is ready to report 
with its recommendation. 


*Member of the Committee and former Modera. 
tor of the General Assembly. 3 


The Calvinism Of The 


Methodist Revival 
By Rev. Wm. C. Robinson, D.D. 


In the decade of the seventeen thirties a great 
revival broke out both in America and in England, 
in the former it is known as the Great Awakening, 
in the latter the Methodist Revival. Recent studies 
are bringing out the important place which Calvin- 
istic thinking had in both these movements. 


The Beginning Of The Movement 


. This great movement began in America some 
years earlier than in Britain. Among the ‘first 
preachers whose messages brought gracious fruits 
was Theodore J. Frelinghuysen of the Dutch Re- 
formed Church in New Jersey. Freylinghuysen 
stirred his Presbyterian neighbor, Gilbert Tennent. 
By 1734 Johathan Edwards, the very personifi- 


cation of the completely logical Calvinist, was 


preaching a series of sermons on justification by 
faith alone—a series that moved all Northampton. 
An account of this revival written by Edwards 
fell into Wesley’s hands and led Wesley to re- 
mark, “Surely this is the Lord’s doing and it is 
marvelous in our eyes.” In England while White- 
field, the Calvinist, was the last to join the 
Methodist or Holy Club, he was the first to lead 
the popular movement of religious awakening in 
England. “He rejoiced in the full assurance of 
faith three years before the Wesleys entered into 
the same joyful experience. He was the pioneer 
of open-air preaching in England. He first gained 
the ear of multitudes for the Gospel of redeeming 
love.”” Moreover, when Whitefield went to Cardiff 
he found that the revival had already been started 
by Howell Harris, Daniel Rolands and Howell 
Davis; and this Welsh awakening prior to the 
Wesleyan phase of the movement, ultimately issued 
in the Calvinistic Methodist Church. , 


Wesley’s Calvinism 


We have been so accustomed to remembering 
John Wesley’s controversy with Whitefield and 
later with Augustus Toplady that we have assumed 
John was always and entirely opposed to Calvin- 
ism. Methodist scholars such as G. C. Cell of Bos- 
ton, The Rediscovery of John Wesley and A. W. 
Harrison of England, The Evangelical Revival and 
Christian Reunion are, however, offering a new 
picture of Wesley’s theological views. According 
to this new interpretation, John Wesley imbibed 
Arminianism from the dominant teaching in the 
Established Church and from correspondence with 
his mother. This led to his High Church and work- 
righteousness view of Christianity. But his heart 


was strangely warmed under the reading of 


Luther’s: account of his own: conversion—and an 
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assurance was given him that Christ had taken 
away his sins and saved him from the law of sin 
and death. Luther was a great Augustinian. ‘There- 
fore Wesley was sometimes more Calvinistic and 
sometimes less. Zinzendorf objected to his per- 
fectionism and Lady Huntington to‘his doctrine of 
justification which a Franciscan scholar has de- 
scribed as Tridentine (Roman Catholic). _ 


Dr. Cell claims that Wesley retreated from the 
extreme position which he had assumed in the heat 
of controversy and “went Calvinistic”’ (in the 
same direction, but not as far as Whitefield), that 
“Wesley was at heart, and what is more, openly, 
avowedly a Calvinist, ” and that ‘“‘Wesley never. 
relished the (his own) sermon on ‘Free Grace’ 
_.,. and deliberately debarred it from the Doctrinal 
Standards which he set up for the Revival.’ Dr. 
Harrison has discovered two of Wesley’s letters 
pointing in the same direction: “I think on justi- 
fication just as I have done any time these seven 
and twenty years, and just as Mr. Calvin does.” “I 
always did, for between these thirty and forty 
years, clearly assert the total fall of man and his 
utter inability to do any good of himself; the 


absolute necessity of the grace and Spirit of God | 


to raise even a good thought or desire in our 
heart; the Lord’s rewarding no work and accepting 
of none but:so far as they proceed from the pre- 
venting, convincing and converting grace through 
the Beloved; the blood and righteousness of Christ 
being. the sole meritorious cause of our salvation.” 
We particularly call attention to the last line. Our 
righteousness is not our evangelical obedience, our 
conversion, or anything done in us. It is Jesus 
Christ, the Righteous, Jehovah our Righteousness, 
Jesus Christ the same yesterday today and forever. 


On his death bed the great evangelist frequently 
repeated, “The best of all is, God is with us.” 
Once in a low but very distinct manner, he said, 
“There is no way into the holiest but by the blood 


of Jesus.’? Last summer, Dr. H. S. Smith of Duke 


reported some careful research being done by 
a colleague. This study brought out the fact that 


when John Wesley was too weak to speak above 


a whisper those who bent over the dying man 
caught these final syllables: *““The chief of sinners, 
I.” So this knight of the burning heart passed into 
glory trusting wholly in merits and righteousness 
of Him “who was delivered for our offenses and 
raised for our justification.” | 


In the: same we still the precious lines 
of Charles Wesley: 


“Thou, O Christ art all I want; 
More than all in Thee I find: 

‘Raise the fallen, cheer the faint, 
Heal the sick, and lead the blind. — 
Just and holy is His name; 

I am all unrighteousness; 

False and full of sin I am, 

Thou art. full of {ruth and grace.” 


‘His blood can foulest clean, 
His blood availed for me. 


Vocation And Providence 


The: Calvinistic doctrine of living every moment 


under the eye of the Great Taskmaster drove John 
Wesley to dedicate every hour to the service of 
Christ. He lived as one who must give account of 
every passing moment. In forty years he travelled 


over half a million miles by horse and by carriage, 
preached 40,000 sermons, *wrote 233 books, read 
ancient and ‘modern literature while he rode, and 
kept going full speed ahead until 8 days before 
his death at the age of 88. A tremendous sense of 
vocation kept him incessantly at the task of 
preaching Christ. Underneath this sense of ac- 
countability to God was a doctrine of Providence 
which both Methodists and Presbyterians might 
well prefer to the limited God idea that is often 
preached, thus: “We have the fullest — 
that the eternal, omnipresent, almighty, all-wise 
Spirit, as He created all things, so He continually 
superintends whatever He has created. He governs 
all, not only to the bounds of creation, but through 
the utmost extent of space; and not only through 
the short time that is measured by the earth and 


the sun, but from everlasting to everlasting.” To 


the Christian “the one, eternal, omnipresent, all- 
perfect Spirit ... is not his Creator only, but his 
Sustainer, his Preserver, his Governor; yea, his 
Father, his Saviour, Sanctifier and Comforter.” 
For, “God the Holy Ghost bears witness with our 
spirits that God the Father is our Father on ac- 
count of the merits of God the Son.” 


No Salvation Without 
Substitution 
By J. E. Conant, D.D., Ph.D. 
Published By Wm. B. Eerdman a Co. 
: Grand Rapids, Mich. Price $1. 

In his exceptionally strong ata chapter, 
Dr. Conant takes the position that we are not 
asked to accept the doctrines of our Christian 
faith simply because they are in the Bible, but 
rather because they are true. “The Bible is not 
the source of truth, but the witness to trpth.” 

Dr. Conant’s thesis is that both the Word of 
God and reason agree in witnessing to the abso- 
lute necessity of atonement by substitution as 
accomplished by Christ on the cross as the only 
possible ground on which a just and merciful God 
could deal with the awful problem of sin and 
effectively save the sinner. 

There are nine strong chapters on, the Nature 
of God, Moral Being, Sin, Moral Government, 
Justice, Substitution, Grace and Salvation. 

The book is clear and convincing throughout. 


a 


Its careful reading should strengthen the faith 


of the believer and should bring to those who are 


rejecting God’s plan of salvation realization of the 
folly of trying to make themselves acceptable to 
bs by works of their own while rebelling against 

im. 

The essence of sin is the rejection of God’s 
will. Man’s first sin was an attempt to make him- 
self God-like by doing what God had forbidden. 
So men still go about trying to save themselves 
and build an ideal world while rejecting God 
and trying to get rid of his interference with their 
Utopian plans. 

Dr. Conant’s 
sin is powerful. God cannot ignore sin, or be in- 
different to it, or consent to it. He must con- 
demn it. How can sinful man be rescued? The 
heart of the problem, Dr. Conant says is how can 
justice and mercy both be maintained? The answer 
and the only possible answer is the death of God 


description of the awful nature of 
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